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igests of Recent Opinions 





mNKERS — INSURANCE — An 
surance broker usually acts 
.. agent of the insured and if 
procuring insurance cover- 
ze he fails to exercise reason- 
ble skill, care and diligence 
e renders himself liable in 
gamages to the insured either 
Wor breach of contract or in 
Hort for breach of duty. 
ENCY — The liability of an 
sent to his principal may be 
Ivoided by the principal’s con- 
ibutory fault. 
BCLIGENCE — INSURANCE — 
an action by an insured 
gainst his broker for negli- 
ence in failing to procure 
roper coverage, the failure of 
e insured to read the policy 
: yolved does not per se bar 
© Recovery but is a circumstance 
) be considered on the ques- 
tion of contributory negli- 
ence. 
H:cested from an opinion by 
und, J. A. D. rendered April 
7. Appellate Div. Schustrin 
Sinder. For appellant—Jer- 
eS. Lieb (Harkavy & Lieb, 
For respondent—Harvey 
Stevenson (Stevenson, Wil- 
& McDermitt, attys). 


iff 





sued his insurance 
xer for negligent failure to 
2in adequate workmen’s com- 

ation coverage as a result of | 











able to explain satisfactorily his 
failure to read the policy and 
show that he exercised that de- 
gree of care which a reasonably 
prudent person would ordinarily 


use under the same circum- 
stances. 
Plaintiff contends there is a 


fatal inconsistency between the 
jury’s finding in answer to the 
special questions that he had a 
right to rely on defendant’s pro- 
curing proper coverage under 
the New York law and its finding 
that he was contributorily neg- 
ligent. There is no such incon- 
sistency. The matter of right of 
reliance goes only to the exist- 
ence of a duty, without which 
there would be no cause of ac- 
tion. But contributory negligence 
remains a defense. 

Under the unusual facts here 
the jury could well find, as it did, 
that due care on the part of the 
plaintiff called for him to either 
read the policy when he received 
it or verify its adequacy for his 
operations and that had he done 
so he would have discovered the 
inadequacy in time to avert the 


| present loss. 


ch plaintiff had to pay an | 





claim. The 


p.ovee S 


issues | 


- negligence and contribu- | 







id the court accordingly 
judgment for defendant. 
appeals. 
ft has terminals in New 
sand New Jersey. Defendant 
ker had been its insurance 
for 15 years and had ef- 
fed workmen’s compensation 
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f both states. In March 
¢ defendant advised plaintiff 
as unable to procure renewal 
replacement of plaintiff’s pol- 
and advised plaintiff to apply 
Y coverage under the New Jer- 
assigned risk plan. The brok- 
prepared the application 
ch recites plaintiff's locations 
dot had it signed and 
ith the Compensation 


tal 
wal Wi 
























‘ERS ung Bureau of New Jersey. 
cay € course, assigned coverage 
' siqme -Urnished by Globe Indemn- 
0.and the policy was mailed 
“2s ee to plaintiff who upon 
ne ul filed it without reading 
2 AU gust 1953 one of plain- | 
SNe York employees was 
¥ wed and plaintiff learned the 
‘Y did not cover New York 

AU Dloyees 
reWMBeld: An insurance broker is 


ged in the business of 
insurance for such 
may apply to him for 
ose. He is a specialist 
iself out as possess- 
ill requisite to his 
acts, usually, as the 
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ce in effecting insur- 
Performing his under- 
1€ renders himself liable 
~nages either for breach of 

‘tor in tort for breach of 





* Jability of an agent to 

cipal, however, may be 

y the principal’s con- 
] 








GULL. 


~ 42 action by 
4 broker 


ih = oy 


a principal 
for his negli- 
Teason for his failure to 
1 undertaking, the mere 
: n the part of the princi- 
ead a policy does not per 
¢ Tecovery, but is a cir- 
‘ce to be considered on 
ston of his contributory 












‘tions 


gence. The jury found | 


‘ce. The insured may be | 


Affirmed. 


Practicing Lawyers 


Institute Votes $1000 For 
Essex Bar Home 


Gift Made In Honor Of 
Israel B. Greene 

The New Jersey Institute For 
Practicing Lawyers has voted to 
contribute $1000 to the fund for 
a permanent home for the Essex 
County Bar Association. The as- 
sociation is acquiring its own 
building at 92 Washington Street, 





Newark as a permanent home 
and will occupy the premises 
when the present tenant’s lease 
expires. 

Arthur L. Abrams, director of 
the Institute, said the gift was 
made in honor of Israel B. 
Greene, an Institute trustee and 
chairman of the bar association’s 


permanent home committee. 


The Institute has elected the 
following officers for the coming 
year: President, William H. Speer; 
vice presidents, Mahlon Pitney 
and Judge Alfred C. Clapp; treas- 
urer, William K. Flanagan; secre- 
tary, Walter F. Waldau; and trus- 
tees, Judge Richard J. Hughes, 
Judge Harold A. Price, Louis B. 
Le Duc and Horace K. Roberson. 


Final Notice of Essex Bar 
Annual Dinner 


The Dinner Committee of the 
Essex County Bar Association 
has issued a final notice con- 
cerning reservation for the asso- 
iation’s Annual Dinner to be 
held May 4th at 7 P.M. at the 
Hotel Sheraton Astor in New 
York 

Nathan 
committee 
that all reser 


se 





Cholodenko, dinner 
chairman, advises 
vations must be in 
by April 26th and that reserva- 
are now almost completely 
closed. Any further reservations 
must be received by Miss Ston- 
aker at the Law Library by to- 
morrow, accompanied by a check 
payable to Nathan Turesky, 
treasurer, for $12.50. 
Golf Tournament 

The annual Golf Tournament 
will be held this year on Thurs- 
day, June 20th, and will again 
be at the Mountain Ridge Coun- 
try Club in West Caldwell. Full 
details about the Tournament 
will be issued later. 





State Bar Annual Meeting 
May 16-19, 1957 
Hotel Shelburne 

Atlantic City 


Court Gives New Trial To 
Client Whose Attorney 
Had Nervous Breakdown 


Los Angeles (ACCN)—Th 1e trial 
conduct of a defense attorney 


who, just before it was discover- 
ed that he had suffered a men- 
tal breakdown, altered the de- 
fense of his client so that with 
a co-defendant the client was 
convicted of murder, resulted in 


a miscarriage of justice authori- 
zing a new trial, the Calif ia 
Supreme Court has ruled. 

In the case of People v. John 
Hackley Davis and Billy Gene 
Morse, upon appeal of defendants 
(Crim. 5881), Justice John W. 


torn 


|Shenk, writing a unanimous op- 


inion, said that if the attorney’s 
conduct had been committed by 
a lawyer in full possession of his 
faculties, a serious breach of pro- 
fessional duty might well have 
been disclosed. 

However, Justice Shenk’s opin- 
ion added, the breakdown was a 
convincing proof that there was 
no purposeful professional mis- 
conduct. 


The case involved the defense 


of the defendant, Davis, by his 
attorney. During the prosecu- 
tion’s closing argument, the at- 


torney asked for a supplementary 
defense argument and entirely 
altered his defense. 

While the jury was still delib- 
erating, Davis’ attorney was pick- 
ed up on the street and tak to 
a hospital for treatment of what 
was diagnosed as an acute psy- 


i 





nN 


chotic disorder. He was incoher- 
ent and disorganized in his 
speech, was disheveled in appear- 
ance, and could not remember 
his wife’s name, his own tele- 
phone number, or any of the 


events of the past few days 
It was diagnosed that his : con- 


dition had probably existed for 
several days prior to the bre -eak- 
down. 

The trial court recognized that 
counsel had suffered a nervous 
breakdown but concluded that 
its effect was not serious enough 


to justify a new trial. 

The state Supreme Court, I 
ever, ruled that a miscarriage 
justice had been commit ted 
cause of this unfortunate 
dent, and granted both 
dants a new trial. 





De- 
incl- 


-Ten- 


Nominations And 
Confirmations 


the 
the 


Governor Meyner has sent 
following nominations to 
Senate: 

Hugh C. Spernow, of 
Notch, to be Judge of the 
nile & Domestic Relations 
of Passaic County. 

Edwin L. Davis, of Wrights- 
town, to be a member of the 
Burlington County Board o 
Taxation, to succeed himself 

Frank Rizzo, of Mickleton, to 
be a member of the Gloucester 


Great 
Juve- 
Court 


County Board of Taxation, to 
succeed Aloert Zamal, of Wood- 
bury. 

Thomas H. Bowen, of Salem, 
to be a member of the Salem 
County Board of Taxation, to 
succeed himself. 

Executive Session 

In Executive Session in the 

Senate, the following nomina- 


tion was confirmed: 

Francis A. Byrne, of West Or- 
ange, to be a member of the 
Essex County Board of Taxa- 
tion, to succeed himself. 


Practice Before Administrative 
Agencies 





By F. Trowbridge vom Baur' 

I am going to deal with this 
subject of practice before ad- 
ministrative agencies in its re- 
lation to the unauthorized prac- 
tice of law. And in order to un- 
derstand this relationship, we 
must first go to the very funda- 
mentals of unauthorized prac- 
tice. When we do this, we find 
that we must necessarily start 
with a basic principle which has 
a long history going back to the 
very beginning of the legal pro- 
fession in the Anglo-Saxon 
World, the principle that some 
qualifications are inherently 
necessary for those who assume 
to practice law.’ Indeed, going 
as far back as 1292, we find the 
noteworthy statute of that year 
when Edward I restricted those 
who were to practice before the 
Court of Common Pleas to “at- 
tornies and lawyers of the best 
and most apt for their learning 
and skill who might do service 











A.B.A. Inspections 
Disclose Law School 
Deficiencies 


A substantial start has been 
made in the American Bar As- 
sociation’s program of reinspec- 
tions of the 129 approved law 
schools to determine if they are 
maintaining prescribed stand- 
ards. 

Herbert W. Clark of San Fran- 
cisco, chairman of the ABA Sec- 
tion of Legal Education and Ad- 
missions to the Bar, reported 
that 12 schools have been cov- 
ered thus far in a general pro- 
gram of reinspections authorized 
by the Board of Governors last 
August. Mr. Clark stated in part: 

“The Council of the Section 
reported to the Board that a de- 
sirable objective of such rein- 
spections would be that the Sec- 


tion would be able to offer to the 
authorities of a _ reinspected 
school suggestions of ways to 


remedy any weaknesses or defic- 
iencies that existed, before the 
school found itself in real diffi- 
culty with the standards of legal 
education prescribed by the 
American Bar Association. 

“At its midwinter meeting, the 
Council of the Section received 
the reports covering the rein- 
spections of twelve law schools. 
The inspections disclosed defic- 
iencies in a number of the 
schools and it is believed that 
the ground work has been laid 
for the elimination of at least 
one of the schools inspected. The 
factual information is now 
available to justify suggestions 
for improvements of programs 
in all of the reinspected schools. 
Each report of the inspectors is 
now being carefully studied.” 

Another report by the Section 
of Legal Education disclosed a 
gain of about 2,000 in law school 
enrollment in the U.S. this year. 
Present enrollment in ABA-ap- 
proved law schools is 39,949, and 
in non-approved schools 3,939, or 
a total of 43,888. 


Bergen District Court 
Motion Day Changed For 
Week of May 13 


Motions, Small Claims and 
Tenancy Matters in the Bergen 
County District Court for the 
week of May 13th, will be heard 
on Thursday, May 16th, instead 
of on Friday, the regular day 
for such matters. Friday, May 17 
has been declared an official 
Court Holiday to permit attend- 
ance at the State Bar Annual 
Meeting. 


to his Court and people”;* which 
was perhaps the first statutory 
expression of the principle that 
some qualifications are inher- 
ently necessary for those who 
wish to practice law. Following 
this, over the centuries, the 
limitations on membership in 
the bar have been limitations 
which have always come from 
a public demand, based on ex- 
perience, for the exclusion of 
those who assume to practice 
law without adequate qualifica- 
tions. Even in 1454—and this is 
a vivid and colorful illustration 
of the problem—an Act of Par- 
liament noticed “that there had 
been formerly six or eight at- 
tornies only, for Suffolk, Nor- 
folk, and Norwich, together; 
that this number was now in- 
creased to more than eighty, 
most of whom being not of suffi- 
cient knowledge, came to fairs, 
etc. etc. inciting the people to 
suits for small trespasses, etc. 
etc.; wherefore there shall be 
hereafter but six for Suffolk, six 
for Norfolk, and two for the city 
of Norwich.’* Again, we see this 
public demand, strongly ex- 
pressed by legislation, even in 
those early times, for the ex- 
clusion of those who assumed to 
practice law without adequate 
qualifications. And so today, as 
Justice Matson put it in the re- 
cent and leading case of Gard- 
ner v. Conway, 234 Minn. 468, 
478: 48 N. W. 2d 788, 798 (1951), 
“the law practice franchise or 
privilege is based upon the 
threefold requirements of abili- 
ty, character, and _ responsible 
supervision.” (Emphasis the 
Court’s). Those are the neces- 
sary qualifications for prac- 
ticing law. 

Now, this fundamental need 
for adequate qualifications on 
the part of persons who assume 
to practice law has become rea- 
sonably well-recognized in the 
United States, but not by any 
means adequately recognized. 
No less a pioneering authority 
in this field than Edwin M. Ot- 
terbourg states at p. 10, 11 of his 
work on unauthorized practice 
that “the amount of unneces- 
sary litigation and untold ex- 
pense to which the public has 


(Continued on page 7, col. 1) 
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INFANTS — PROCESS — Under 
R.R. 4:4-4 service of summons 
on an infant over 14 years of 


age must be made by serving 
both his parent or guardian or 
competent member of his fam- 
ily and the infant himself and 
failure to do so renders any 
judgment entered against him 
void for lack of personal juris- 
diction. 

JUDGMENTS — PRACTICE — 
An application for relief from 
a void judgment under R.R. 
4:62-2 must be made within a 
reasonable time. 

—R.R. 4:62-2 supersedes the pre- 
vious rule that void judgments 
may be vacated at any time. 

—The fact that a judgment is 
void for lack of personal jur- 
isdiction does not necessarily 
or automatically entitle the 
defendant to have it set aside. 

JUDGMENTS INFANTS 
PRACTICE — Failure to serve 
notice of motion for appoint- 
ment of guardian ad litem on 
infant as required by R.R. 
4:30-2 and of the guardian to 
appear as required by R.R. 
4:56-2 will not invalidate the 
judgment entered in the ab- 
sence of prejudice and is no 
basis for setting aside the 
judgment unless application 
be made within reasonable 
time. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Conford, J. A. D. rendered April 
16, 1957. Appellate Div. Garza v. 
Paone. For appellant — Marvin 
A. Stern (Joseph Persky, atty). 
For respondents—Sol Hoberman. 
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years old. According 


the 


over the age of 14 years .. 


personally served. His 


was disproved. 

On April 8, 1952, plaintiff’s at- 
torney filed an affidavit of de- 
fault and a request to enter de- 
fault. On June 9, 1952 notice of 
motion for appointment of a 
guardian ad litem was served on 
Paone’s father but not on de- 
fendant. On June 20, 1952 an 
order was entered appointing 
Solomon Goldman, an attorney, 
as guardian ad litem of defend- 
ant. There is no evidence as to 
what steps, if any, the guardian 
took and no indication on the 
record that he appeared for de- 
fendant. 

On June 9, 1952, notice of mo- 
tion for entry of judgment was 
served on the father but not on 
the guardian. The case was tried 
as an uncontested case on Oct. 
30, 1952 and a judgment follow- 
ed for plaintiff against defend- 
ants on Nov. 6, 1952. 

In June 1956 Paone filed a mo- 
tion pursuant to R.R. 4:62-2 for 
an order setting aside the judg- 
ment and opening the default 
on the grounds of improper ser- 
vice of the summons and notice 
of motion for appointment of 
guardian and the failure of the 
guardian to protect his interests. 
The motion was denied as being 
made too late and he appeals. 

Held: The service of the sum- 
mons on the infant defendant 
was defective because no copy 
of the summons and complaint 
was served upon him personally 
as required by Rule 3:4-4 (now 
R.R. 4:4-4). The rule requires 
that service on an infant over 
the age of 14 be made by service 
upon his parent or guardian or 
a competent member of his fam- 


jily and also on the infant him- 


self. There was therefore a fail- 
ure of personal jurisdiction over 
the infant defendant. However, 
it does not follow that defendant 
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is therefore necessarily entitled 
to the relief he sought. 

R.R. 4:62-2 governs the pro- 
cedure for a motion to relieve a 








NATIONAL SURETY CORPORATION 
Specializing in the Execution of 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds 


744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 
‘TRAE AAMAS” 7S SE SH 




















Financial Printers 


SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 


ARTHUR W. CROSS, INC. 
New Jersey Division of 
PANDICK PRESS, INC. 
71-73 CLINTON STREET, NEWARK 5, N. J. 
TELEPHONE MARKET 3-4994 | 



















TITLE 
INSURANCE 
EXCLUSIVEL 


SERVICE aes: 
FRANKLIN 


_ RELIABILITY 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 


Serving Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 


Full Attorney Cooperation 


FRANKLIN 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
405 Severth Ave. 


Newark 7, N. J. 
HUmboldt 2-3900 


en 

On Nov. 23, 1951 plaintiff sued | be made within a reasonable 
defendant Paone and another | time. 
for personal injuries resulting | relief under the rule is “(d) the 
from the alleged negligence of | judgment or order is void”. Thus, 
defendants. Paone was then 1814 
to the} may be regarded as void for lack 
Sheriff’s return of service he, of personal jurisdiction will not 
was served by leaving a copy of | automatically entitle 
summons and complaint;be relieved from its operation 
“with a member of his family|on motion. He must make his 
.” He | motion within a reasonable time. 
claims, and there is no proof to| The present rule supersedes the 
the contrary, that he was not| previous general rule that void 
claim |judgments may be vacated at 
that he had no knowledge or in-; any time and that laches and 
formation of delivery of the suit | estoppel will not sustain such a | 
papers is however untrue and | judgment. 





| —The rights under a negotiable 


| Kirschenbaum. For appellant— 





| party from a final judgment and 
provides that the motion shall 


Among the grounds for 
| the mere fact that the judgment 


@ party to 


stein & Edelstein, attys). For re- 
spondent—Robert J. Novins (No- 
vins & Novins, attys. Wm. E. 
O’Connor, Jr., on the brief). 

Plaintiff executrix appeals 
from a judgment dismissing her 
complaint seeking an order di- 
recting her to surrender a cer- 
tain promisory note to its mak- 
ers. 

Plaintiff is the daughter and 
executrix of Marcus Kirschen- 
baum. In 1949 Marcus turned 
over his 5 & 10c business to his 
three sons, Leon, Joseph and 
Morton. In 1950 Leon and Joseph 
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The application here was 
made 4 years after entry of the} 
judgment and more than 2 years | 
after defendant reached his ma- | 
jority. He knew of the proceed- | 
ings from the outset and delib- | 
erately waited this length of 
time because it was not conven- 
ient for him to apply for relief 
earlier. Only the pinch of thej| 
need for a driver’s license has 
now brought him to court. These | 
are not circumstances envision- | 
ed by the requirement that the | 
application be made “within a! 
reasonable time’’. | 

The service of the notice of | 
motion for appointment of a/| 
guardian was also. defective | 
since service was not made on 
the infant as required by Rule 
3:17-2 (now R.R. 4:30-2). 
ever this defect 
“mere error” not lack of juris- 
diction on the part of the court 
and were this the sole ground 
for relief from the judgment, 
defendant would have to estab- 
lish he was prejudiced in his 
defense thereby. 

Defendant also relies on R.R. 
4:56-2 which directs that “no 
judgment by default shall be 
entered against an infant... 
unless he is represented in the 
action by a guardian ad litem 
who has appeared therein”. In 
the absence of prejudice, a viola- 
tion of the rule would not weigh 
more heavily against validity of 
the judgment than total failure 
to appoint a guardian ad litem 
and it has been held that even 
in such case prejudice must be 
shown. 

Defendant has long known of 
the guardianship circumstances 
without taking any action. His 
application is not timely. 

Affirmed. 
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NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS— 
The cancellation, discharge or 
renunciation of a negotiable 
instrument is governed by R.S. 
7:2-119 and 122. 

—The holder of a negotiable in- 
strument may effectively re- 
nounce his rights thereunder, 
without consideration, provid- 
ed the renunciation is in writ- 
ing or the instrument is de- 
livered up to the person pri- 
marily liable thereon. 


instrument may be effectively 
renounced orally and the in- 
strument discharged thereby | 
if the renunciation is support- 
ed by consideration. 
—Cancellation calls for an in-| 
tentional act on the instru- | 
ment itself, such as destroying | 
it or marking it cancelled. 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS— 
CONTRACTS — “Love and af- | 
fection” unaccompanied by a| 
material or pecuniary benefit, 
will not constitute a sufficient | 
consideration to support a 
simple contract or a discharge | 
of a negotiable instrument. | 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS— 
Oral Statements by the holder | 
of a note that the makers | 
could forget about it and owed | 
him nothing, are ineffective to 
discharge the note in the ab- 
sence of consideration for the 
statements or surrender or de- 
struction of the note. 
Digested from an opinion by 
Goldmann, S. J. A. D. rendered 
April 4, 1957. Appellate Div. In re 








E. Alexander Edelstein (Edel- 


executed a promisory note to 
Marcus for $40,000, payable on 
demand and representing a loan 
from him to help finance the bus- 
iness. Joseph and Leon paid off 
$23,000 by January 7, 1953 and 
on Jan. 12 gave their father a 
new note for $17,000. On Oct. 31, 
1953 decedent executed a will 
devising his residuary estate to 


| plaintiff, his three sons, and his 
|friend Anna Schmerer in equal 


shares. He died 7 days later and 


'the $17,000 note was found in a 


wallet in the trousers he was 
wearing. No interest had at any 
time been paid on this part of 
the debt. Defendant Schmerer 
demands that the note be paid. 
Plaintiff contends her father 
had forgiven and cancelled the 
obligation in favor of his sons a 
few days before his death. 

The case was tried with an 
advisory jury. Plaintiff testified 
her father had told her “he gave 


ithe boys the rest of the note; 


” 


they didn’t owe him anything. 
Her husband, Morris, testified to 
a similar statement by decedent 
in Sept. 1953 when decedent said 
he was giving the boys the 
$17,000 and didn’t want the note 
paid. Leon and Joseph testified 
that when they offered decedent 
a payment on the note in Sep- 
tember, 1953, he said ‘Forget 
about it, you don’t owe it to me” 
and that he was forgiving the 
note. 

The trial court submitted 
three questions to the jury 

(1) Whether decedent had in 
conversation in Sept. 1953 said 
he was cancelling the indebted- 
ness. 

(2) Whether it was an execut- 
ed or an executory agreement 
to cancel the indebtedness and 

(3) If it was executed, whether 
there was “love and affection 
sufficient to support a cancella- 
tion”’. 

The jury answered yes to the 
first question and that the 
agreement was executory. 

Held: Apparently the court’s 
theory was that if the forgive- 
ness of the debt was executed, 
love and affection could be an 
adequate consideration, but if 
it was executory, a more sub- 
stantial consideration would be 
required. This was a misconcep- 
tion of the applicable law but 
the ultimate result was correct. 

The obligation here was a 
promissory note so that any 
claim of discharge or renuncia- 
tion would be governed by the 
Uniform Negotiable Instrument 


80 N. J. L. J. Index p,,) gp N-2 


Act and particularly Rs;. 
119 and 122. 119 provide; , 
gotiable instrument may 
charged in various ways 
ing: “By intentional ¢, 
tion thereof by the hold. 
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the payment of money”, }» 
vides the holder may rr 
his rights but the ren 
must be in writing unl. 
instrument is delivered yp.. 
person liable thereon. The: 
sections should be read 
Sec. 122 requires the 
tion to be in writing or 
strument must be surre 
If either be done, no cor 
tion is necessary. But if 
is done, there is no renuy 
within this section and 
the case here. Nor was 
intentional cancellatio 
Sec. 119. Cancellation ca 
intentional act on 
ment itself such as des 
or defacing it or mar] 
celled and this was cc 
not done. There remai 
possibility of a disch 
Sec. 119 by an act whi 
discharge a simple ¢ 
Such discharge need not 
writing, as required i 
under which no con 
necessary. Under Sec. 11: 
renunciation may be org 
consideration is required 
ent’s mere statements t 
sons could forget about 
and that they owed him 
were not sufficient to dis 
the note under Sec. 119 fo 
was no legal considerat 
and affection is a moti 
consideration. Love af 
tion, unaccompanied by : 
uniary or material b 
not constitute a sufficien 
sideration to support a 
contract or an action t 
its breach. Thus love a1 
tion was of no legal significs 
here. 
Affirmed. 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 








-“JCIPAL LAW — PLANNING 
‘BUILDING PERMITS — A 
Sard of Adjustment may un- 
ger N. J. S. 40:55-1.40 grant an 
xception to permit erection of 
“qawelling on an unimproved 
treet where to require full 
improvement of the street 
ould entail practical difficul- 
; or unnecessary hardship, 
srovided adequate access for 
fre fighting equipment, am- 
hulances and other emergency 
Myechicles is assured. 

{ is not necessary for an ex- 
eption under N. J. S. 40:55- 
49 that the applicant show 
his situation is peculiar or 
ynigue and it is immaterial 
Mhat other lot owners could 
Inrge the same grounds for ex- 
eption. . 

The procedural requirements 
pf appeals in zoning matters 
Spply to appeals for exceptions 
under N. J. S. 40:55-1.40 but 
not the substantive require- 
ments for a variance. 

icested from an opinion by 
und, S. J. A. D. rendered 
1 16, 1957. Appellate Div. 



























I (Rob- 
ly and Jack J. Cam- 
For respondents—Ira 
(Whiting, Moore & 


nts appeal from a 
setting aside resolu- 
ms of the Board of Adjustment 
snting permission to defend- 
ert to erect a one family 
on her premises on an 
ved street. 
owns two lots on Maine 
per street dedicated and 
by the municipality. 
lots adjoin the rear of 
‘’s corner property which 
on Rahway Ave. and runs 
Maine St. for 109 feet. 
lots have been laid out 
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application for a 
permit was denied by 
ng Inspector because 
40:55-1.39 which pro- 
ts permits for dwellings on 
ved streets. They then 
to the Board of Ad- 
t under N. J. S. 40:55-1.40 
vides in part: 
the enforcement of 
and 10 of this act 
il practical difficulty 
y hardship ... the 
... May appeal to the 
adjustment and the 
Ovisions shall apply to 

5 . aS are provided 
appeals in respect to 
regulations. The board 
nake reasonable excep- 
sue a permit subject 
1s that will assure 
cess for fire fighting 
ambulances and 
zency vehicles 

master plan of 
, the board .. . shall 
application to the 
board for report and 
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recommendation before taking 
action.” 

The “Act” referred to is the 
“Official Map and Building Per- 
mit Act” of which the above is 
section 11 and Sec. 10 is N. J. S. 
40:55-1.39. 

After referring the Eckert ap- 
plication to the Planning Board, 
the Board of Adjustment, after 
hearing, granted the permit on 
the express condition the Eckerts 


would provide a pavement of! 


road stone 18 ft wide along the 
center of Maine St. from Rah- 
way Ave. to their lot, a distance 
of 270 feet. At the hearing it was 
found that to pave Maine St. for 
this distance would cost $5,000, 
that the stone roadway required 
would assure adequate access for 
fire fighting equipment, ambu- 
lances and emergency vehicles 
and that the exception would not 
be detrimental to health, morals 
or public safety. 

Plaintiff then instituted this 
action in lieu of prerogative writ. 
The trial court conceded argu- 
endo that the Board was justi- 
fied in its findings but held that 
since each lot owner along Maine 
St. could demonstrate with equal 
force the same hardship and 
difficulty and so obtain an ex- 
ception, the result would be that 
Maine St. would never be paved 
as contemplated by the plan- 
ning statute. Consequently, it 
vacated the Board’s action. 

Held: The facts amply support 
the Board’s findings of hardship 
and that the 18 ft stone roadway 
would afford the necessary ac- 
cess required by N. J. S. 40:55- 
1.40. 

The effect of the court’s ruling 
ing to require not only a 
showing of “practical difficulty” 
or “unnecessary hardship” as 
specified in N. J. S. 40:55-1.40 
but that the applicant demon- 
strate that the situation is pecu- 
liar to his property. While this 
later requirement is a requisite 
for a zoning variance under 
N. J. S. 40:55-39, there is no such 
requirement under N. J. S. 40:55- 
1.40, nor can its inclusion in that 
section be found by implication. 
“Peculiarity” or “uniqueness” is 
not the theme in planning, but 
whether the local planning ar- 
rangement permits the eventual 
location 
considered, and if so, whether 
the proposed temporary roadway 
suffices presently to provide the 
access indicated. That other lot 
owners on the street might be 
accorded like permits is not de- 


1S 


of 


to the same exception. As the 
street is built up, the municipal- 
s likely to improve it and 
would eliminate the hard- 

yr might properly warrant 


of continuing applica- 
r permits without such 
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ive. Nor does it follow | 
7 lot owner is entitled | 


| staying her judgment since it had 
not been appealed and she was | 


| dismissal of the interpleader ac- 


| knew of Wallace’s prior marriage 
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1.40 that on such appeals the 
same provisions shall apply as 
in appeals in zoning cases does 
not mean that the provisions as 
to elements necessary for a var- 
iance shall apply, but that the 
procedural requirements under 
Art. 3 of the Zoning Act shall 
apply as they do in zoning ap- 
peals. The statute makes no pre- 
text at so qualifying the Board’s 
power to grant exceptions. It 
specifies the elements and con- 
ditions which are to control and 
there is no sound basis for read- 
ing into it other qualifications or 
elements. 
Reversed. 


NEW TRIAL — FRAUD — PER- 
JURY — Perjured testimony 
that warrants disturbance of 
a final judgment must be 
shown by clear, convincing 
and satisfactory evidence to 
have been not merely false 
but to have been wilfully and 
purposely falsely given and 
that the falsity could not have 
been discovered by reasonable 
diligence in time to offset it 
at the trial. 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
There cannot be a double re- 
covery on a single claim; there 
can only be one widow entitled 
to an award of dependency 
death benefits under the Act 
and this is an_ overriding 
equity. 

—Where two awards have been 
made on one claim the Work- 
men’s Compensation Division 
has power to and should open 
both awards to determine the 
proper claimant and make 
one award in a consolidated 
adversary action. 

—Counsel fees may be allowed 
to successful counsel for an 
employee for services rendered 
in a Chancery Division action 
filed by the employer where 
that action was intimately re- 
lated to the right to compens- 
ation. 











| Digested from an opinion by 
| Burling, J. rendered April 8, 1957 
|Supreme Court. Minter v. Ben- 
| dix. For Minnie Minter—Michael | 
|G. Alenick (Sanford Silver on | 
| the brief). For Bendix Walter | 
| H. Jones. For Marilyn Minter 


| 
| 
} 
} 
} 


|Alexander Avidan (Avidan &| 
| Avidan, attys). 
Wallace Minter, an employee | 
| of Bendix, was killed in a com- 
|pensible accident in 1951. His| 
|alleged widow, Minnie, filed a| 
|claim for death benefits under | 
|the Workmen’s Compensation 
| Act. Bendix denied she was the 
legal widow. After hearing she 
was awarded compensation in} 
April 1952. In Feb. 1953 Marilyn 


|filed a claim for compe! 
alleging she was the legal widow 
of Wallace. Bendix then so 
a new trial of Minnie’s « 
the ground of newly disco, 


evidence but the applicatic 
was denied and the denial 
firmed on appeal. Bendix then | 
filed an interpleader action. 
Hearing on Marilyn’s claim was 
had in Nov. 1953 and she SO 
was given an award. The Chan- 
cery Division dismissed the in- 
| terpleader on the ground it con- 
stituted a collateral attack on 
Minnie’s judgment. Bendix then 
appealed Marilyn’s judgment 
and the County Court held both 
|judgments should be stayed 
pending further consolidated 
| proceedings in the Compensa- 
{tion Division to determine the 


| rightful claimant. Minnie appeal- | 
{ed from this judgment in so far 
|as it affected her and the Appel- | 
|late Division reversed in so far as 


it affected her concluding the| 
County Court had no basis for| 


not a party to Marilyn’s cause. | 


| The Appellate Division then pro- | 
| ceeded with the appeal from the 


tion. Bendix charged Minnie 


to Marilyn and that the latter 





filed her petition for compensa- 
tion. The Appellate Division felt 


Bendix should have a further 
hearing in the Compensation 
Division on the question of 
whether Minnie’s judgment had 
been procured by fraud in that 
tribunal and if so to have the 
judgment vacated. Bendix made 
such applicatidrrto the Com- 
pensation Division, where, after 
hearing, it was found Bendix 
had not substantiated its claim 
that Minnie had knowfhely, wil- 
fully and intentionally testified 
falsely and perpetrated a fraud 
in the Compensation Division. 
The Compensation Division also 
held there was no basis for dis- 
turbing the award to Marilyn. 
Bendix then appealed these de- 


| terminations to the County Court 


which held that Minnie had 
knowledge of the prior marriage 
and had perpetrated a fraud and 
further that, irrespective of this, 
both awards could not stand as 
only one of the contestants 
could claim the widow’s depend- 
ency benefits and the court de- 
termined Marilyn was the right- 
ful claimant. Minnie appealed 
and Bendix cross appealed in 
order to have the entire matter 
before the Appellate Court. The 
Supreme Court certified on its 
own motion. 

Held: From a study of the rec- 
ord this court is satisfied Minnie 
did not perpetrate a fraud on 
the compensation division but 
rather that she was a victim of 
fraud by the decedent. 

Perjured testimony that war- 
rants disturbance of a final 
judgment must be shown by 
clear, convincing and satisfac- 
tory evidence to have been, not 
false merely, but to have been 
wilfully and purposely falsely 
given and to have been material 
to the issue. Further, a party 
seeking to be relieved from the 
judgment must show that the 
fact of the falsity could not have 
been discovered by reasonable 
diligence in time to offset it at 
the trial. Bendix did not meet 
either of these burdens. 

But, the dependency death 
enefit claim accorded a widow 


b 
by the statute can support only 
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lone award. There cannot be a 
|double recovery on the single 
claim. The Compensation Divi- 
|/Sion has opened judgments be- 
fore to accommodate this over- 
{riding equity and there is no 
sufficient legal basis for refusing 
ito do so here. For this reason it 
is proper that both awards be 
vacated, R.R. 4:62-2(f) and a 
hearing directed to determine 
the rightful claimant. There 
;should be a single consolidated 
hearing in the Compensation 
Division with the two claimants 
as adversary parties to each 
|Others claim petition and with 
appropriate answers filed by 
each. 

Counsel for Minnie requests a 
direction to the County Court to 
allow a reasonable fee for ser- 
vices rendered in the interplead- 
er proceedings. R.R. 5:2-5 (f) 
permits an allowance to the pre- 
vailing party for services rend- 
ered “in the County Court, the 
Appellate Division of the Su- 
perior Court, and the Supreme 
Court.” This request is inherent- 
ly fair. Minnie prevailed on the 


|initial issue of fraud in the in- 


stant proceeding and the inter- 
pleader action was intimately 
related with that issue. Though 
the rule literally does not en- 
compass services in the Chan- 
cery Division, its fundamental 
purpose encompasses that pro- 
ceeding here. 

The entire judgment of the 
County Court is set aside. Both 
awards are totally vacated. The 
cause is remanded to the County 
Court for affirmance of the 
judgment of the Compensation 
Division in so far as the alleged 
fraud of Minnie is concerned 
and for allowance of counsel 
fees and costs for Minnie in the 
interpleader action and the ap- 
peal therefrom and in the ap- 
peal to the County Court and 
to this court in the instant pro- 
ceeding. Thereafter the Com- 
pensation Division is to conduct 
a consolidated hearing on the 
two claim petitions as above di- 
rected. Costs in the instant ap- 
peal are taxed against Bendix. 
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DOUBLE JEOPARDY 


The recent decision of the Supreme Court in State v. Mark, 
N. J. (1957) underscores once again the importance of the constitu- 
tional prohibition against double jeopardy in the enforcement of 
the criminal law. In the Mark case, the defendant was prosecuted 
in the local magistrate’s court under the Disorderly Person’s Act 
for possession of pornographic materials and pleaded guilty. When 
later indicted by the grand jury for violation of N. J. S. 2A:115-2 
(possession of the same materials plus intent to utter and expose), 
the defendant entered a plea of autrefois convici, a plea which 
the Supreme Court reluctantly sustained. 


With increasing legislative reliance on the Disorderly Person’s 
Act as a repository of varied criminal offenses, the possibility of 
dual prosecution—with consequent inequities to the State and to 
defendants—is likewise greatly enlarged. As Justice Wachenfeld 
noted in Mark, “effective orderly procedure dictates the necessity 
for a working agreement between the municipal authorities and 
the county prosecutor whereby the more serious crimes are tried 
in the court in which it was intended they should be disposed of, 
rather than in the municipal court under charges of disorderly 
conduct.” The Court warned that unless such voluntary cooperation 
were forthcoming, legislation may be required. 


However, some of the problems encountered by law enforce- 
ment officials in this area may be judicial in origin and call for a 
judicial and not a legislative solution. For example, prosecutors 
and lawyers alike will find difficulty in reconciling the Mark case 
and the Court’s decision in State v. Shoopman, 20 Super 354, 11 N. J. 
333 (1953). In the latter case, the Court held that a defendant could 
ke prosecuted upon an indictment charging manslaughter by reck- 
less driving following his acquittal in magistrate’s court on a 
reckless driving charge based on the same facts. In both cases, the 
inferior crime prosecuted magisterially seemingly constituted an 
essential element of the more serious offense. 


The “crime-within-a-crime” problem, as exemplified by the 
Mark and Shoopman cases, has plagued judges and prosecutors 
for more than a century (see State v. Cooper, 13 N. J. L. 361 (1833) ). 
Of course, the practice of atomizing what is essentially a single 
criminal act into a series of separate crimes, thereby multiplying 
the opportunities for conviction and punishment, can hardly be 
accepted as consistent with the spirit and intent of our system 
of criminal justice. 


The result in Shoopman, however, may be reconciled if the 
statement of the prosecutor, that the same acts, omissions and 
evidence used for the first trial would be presented to support the 
indictment, is shown to be inaccurate in the light of what he would 
actually need to prove at the trial of the indictment. The “act” of 
reckless driving often consists of a continuum of separate acts 
each following the last, rather than a single act embracing the 
whole span of behavior. Thus, the motor vehicle act charge might 
be based on the conduct occurring in mile 1, and the manslaughter 
charge based on the conduct in mile 2. The reckless driving charge 
is complete when any act so characterized has been committed 
and the manslaughter charge may properly rest on another act of 
reckless driving plus the death of the victim even though it oceurs 
during the same trip, but earlier or later than the first in point of 
time. This is the feature supporting the result in Rosa (72 N. J. L. 
462), where an acquittal of the murder of X did not bar indictment 
for the murder of Y on the same occasion, because defendant fired 
twice; and so, also, in Hoag (21 N. J. 496), where acquittal of armed 
robbery of A, B and C did not bar indictment for the armed robbery 
of D on the same “hold-up”, because each taking from each victim 
by putting him in fear is a separate and distinct offense based on 
different facts. The opposite result would follow in a series of 
indictments for burglary in which each named a different article 
taken during the whole occasion because each charge would em- 
body the same single act of breaking and entering—an element 
essential to burglary but not present in the case of a robbery. 





This analysis suggests that even Mark might have been decided 
differently if the proofs were at hand to show possession on one 
date in support of the lesser charge and possession plus intent 
on another date to support the later indictment. The result will 
thus often depend on a critical analysis of the activity itself in the 
light of the law which condemns an activity as an offense and on a 
discriminating separation of the proofs to make clear that which 
is often obscure, namely, that a course of conduct engaged in over 
a period of time will usually constitute a series of separate offenses. 


If overzealously applied by the undue fragmentation of con- 
duct into a series of minutiae, such an approach would threaten 
the underlying intent of the Constitutional prescription. The area 
is one in which a rule of reason must dominate so long as there is 
to be a fair and just balance between the rights of the individual 
and the needs of society. Absent further judicial clarification of 
the principles operative in this area, the Court’s call for a common 
sense administration of the criminal laws by law enforcement 
officials had best be heeded. 


‘> 


The Board of Governors of the 
State Bar of California made a 
strong protest to the Congress 
of the United States, on Marcn 
27, 1947, about the conduct of the 
House Committee on Un-Amer:- 
can Activities and urged the 
Congress to make rules for a 
“system of committee hearings 
adequately to protect the rights 
of witnesses and their lawyers.’ 

The Board of Governors’ state- 
ment reads: 

Through press reports and 
communications from _ several 
members of the Bar the atten- 
tion of the Board of Governors 
of the State Bar of California 
has been called to incidents oc- 
curring at a recent public hear- 
ing in Los Angeles, California, of 
a sub-committee of the Commit- 


tee on Un-American Activities, 
the House of Representatives, 
U. S. Congress. The Board has 


reviewed a reporter’s transcript 
of that hearing and has heard 
a tape recording of the proceed- 
ings. The announced purpose of 
the hearing was to investigate 
opposition to the McCarran- 
Walter Immigration Act. 

From the transcript and re- 
cording, the following facts ap- 
pear: 

1. Several witnesses were in- 
| terrogated by the Committee’s 
|/counsel as to whether they were 
| or ever had been members of 
the Communist Party. 

2. Each of the witnesses was 
| represented by counsel. 

3. Counsel appearing for the 
witnesses were not permitted to 
address the Committee or to 
make objections to the manner 
in which the proceeding was be- 
ing conducted; but counsel were 
repeatedly told that “their sole 
and exclusive right was to advise 
their clients.” 

4. Several witnesses were ask- 
ed if they knew as a Communist 
one of the lawyers appearing. 
That lawyer, apparently, was 
NOT one of the witnesses whom 
the Committee intended to call 
and interrogate. 

5. The interrogation of one 
witness was interrupted so as to 
permit the hearing of the testi- 
mony of an undercover member 
of the Communist Party. This 
undercover member, in response 
to a question put by the Com- 
mittee’s counsel calling for such 
an answer, testified that she 
knew one of the attorneys ap- 
pearing for another witness as a 
Communist. Thereafter the at- 
torney so identified was referred 
to by the Committee’s counsel 
as “Comrade.” 

6. Counsel who insisted on 
making an objection for the rec- 
ord were ejected from the hear- 
ing room. 

7. Counsel appearing for the 
witnesses were insistent upon 
their position and upon their 
right to make appropriate ob- 





jections. They were not, how- 
ever, disrespectful, unruly or 
boisterous. 


This Board has heretofore af- 
firmed that the right of a person 
to counsel requires public ac- 
ceptance of the correlative right 
of a lawyer to represent and de- 
fend, in accordance with the 
standards of ethics of the Bar, 
any client without having im- 


|; puted to him his clients reputa- 


tion, views or character. A sim- 
ilar affirmation has been made 
by the American Bar Association. 

The right to be represented by 
counsel necessarily involves 
freedom of choice on the part 
of the client. Conduct on the part 
of any tribunal before whom a 
lawyer is entitled or permitted 
to appear, which attacks a law- 
yer’s reputation or otherwise 
subjects him to obnoxious per- 
sonal consequences, inevitably 
deters lawyers from accepting 
employment to appear before 
such tribunals. Thus the right to 
independent counsel of the cli- 
ent’s own choice is seriously im- 
paired. 





It is the duty of every lawyer, 
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. California Bar Protests To Congress 


to the faithful discharge of 
which he takes an oath, to ab- 
stain from all offensive person- 
ality. 

In the opinion of the Board 
of Governors the proceedings of 
the Committee and the conduct 
of the Committee’s counsel, to 
which reference is made above, 
were improper and lacking in 
the dignity and impartiality 
which should govern the conduct 
of agencies of the United States; 
they resulted in grossly offensive 
personality directed at counsel 
for witnesses; and they were of 
such a character as to pose a 
threat to the right to appear by 
counsel and to the proper inde- 
pendence of the Bar. It is there- 
fore, 

RESOLVED: That copies of 
this statement be transmitted to 
the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives of the United 
States; to the Chairman and the 
Counsel of the House Commit- 
tee on Un-American Activities; 
and to each Congressman and 
Senator from the State of Cali- 
fornia. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED 
that a copy of this statement be 
transmitted to the President of 
the American Bar Association 
with the request that the matter 
be appropriately considered by 
that Association with the end 
in view of formulating proposals 
to the Congress for a system of 
committee procedure which will 
adequately protect the rights of 
witnesses and of counsel ap- 
pearing for witnesses. 


Judges Chosen For 
C.L.L.A. Essay Contest 


The Executive Officers of the 
Commercial Law League of 
America at Chicago, Illinois, 
have announced the selection of 
the following men, who have 
consented to act as Judges of its 
$1,000.00 prize essay contest: 

Honorable R. C. Seitz, Dean of 
Marquette University Law 
School, Milwaukee, Wisconsin, 
Honorable Julius H. Miner, Judge 
of the Circuit Court, Cook Coun- 
ty, Illinois, and the Honorable 
John S. Scileppi, Acting Supreme 
Court Justice, Queens County, 
New York, New York. 

Notices of the contest rules 
and other details have been sent 
to every law school, every local 
and state bar association, and to 
every law bulletin § publisher 
throughout the United States 
and Canada. The following is a 
list of subjects from which the 
contestant may choose any one 
as the subject of his essay: 

1. Does the Uniform Sales Act 
Offer Adequate Protection To a 
Seller—To a Buyer? 

2. Field Warehousing for Small 
Businesses, Factoring and Fact- 
ors Liens — a Boon or Not? 

3. Should Tax Claims of the 
United States Government Be 
Given Priority Only for One 
Year Prior to Bankruptcy? 

4. The Role of the Lawyer in 
the Commercial World Today. 

5. Opportunity and Challenge 
to Bring Commercial Laws in 
Step With Present-Day Needs. 

All law school seniors and all 
practicing lawyers, except for 
members of the Commercial Law 
League, are eligible. Deadline for 
the submission of entries has 
been set at June 1, 1957, with 
winners to be announced at the 
annual convention of the League 
in July at Houston, Texas. First 
prize will be a $1,000.00 U. S. 
Savings Bond, second prize a 
$500.00 U. S. Savings Bond, and 
ten honorable mention prizes 
will be awarded to the runners- 
up. These will comprise subscrip- 
tions to the Commercial Law 
Journal, the monthly publication 
of the League. 

Entry blanks and details of 
Contest may be obtained from 
Curtis W. Post, Executive Secre- 
tary, Suite 1820, 111 W. Monroe 
St., Chicago 3, Illinois. 
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Educators Urge Teac, 
Facts About Commu), 
In Nation's High Schoo, 





New Haven (ACCN) _» 
growth of the Soviet p;;. 
power and educationa] 
makes the study of its mp, 
ing doctrine — communisr, 
“major responsibility” of a-. 
can secondary schools - 
George S. Counts, educator , 
here recently at a teacher; ., 
ference at Yale. q 


A failure to give high ; 
students at least an “elem 
knowledge” of communism ;- 
“convict the older generati,- 
either stupidity or Violator, 
trust,” declared Dr. Cou 
fessor emeritus of Columhi: - 
versity teachers’ college 


He spoke before an aud: 
of 200 Connecticut high =:, 
teachers attending the ; 
Yale conference on the tez 
of social studies. 

At the same meeting, > 
Samuel Steinberg, head o} « 
social studies departmer: 
Stuyvesant High School 
York City, urged also t! 
ondary school educators 
ported by their communi 
school boards in teac 








troversial subjects rel ne 
communism. ‘ ; 
One such subject, Stei 


said, is the question of pear: 
coexistence with the USSE 
a “get tough” policy. Most : 
ican educators, he observe 
agreed that American demo 
is preferable to Marxis 
can thus teach facts about 















mental policy matter 
highly controversial, and = 
poses a real problem for t 


of a question.” 


Lectures On Trials 
Arranged 


The Chairman of the Feé 
Bar Ass’n of N.Y., NJ. & C 
Special Committee on Tri 
tice, Joseph D. Karp, has 
ed for a series of three V 
day evening lectures at 7:31 
on the trial of cases in s 
fields, at the United State 
House, Foley Square, New ? 
City. 

The first in this series wil: 
place on May 8, 1957. T 
er will be Sydney Krz 
firm of Krause, Hirsch & } 
pern, on “The Trial of 4 
ruptcy Case.” The next le 
will be on May 22, 1957 with: 
speaker being Stephen H. ?: 
bin of the firm of Fish, Rich 
son & Neave, on “The d. 
a Patent Case.” The la 
will be on June 5, 1957, with: 
speaker being Harry A Ga. 
“The Trial of a Negligence Ca 





























The series will continue = a 
fall. se 
These lectures are in coo? : 
tion with Association’s Bans : 
cy Committee, Allan L. Tus y 
kin, Chairman; Patent Co . V 
tee, LeRoy Greenspan, Chai 
and Medical Jurisprudence \- NE 
mittee, Paul M. Beer and Kh Hac 
A. Carroll, Co-Chairmen. 
Film Series On Forensi New 
Available To Lego! B__ 


Groups 





Los Angeles (ACCN) — AY 
series of 16-mm motion - 
films pertaining to forens 
ence is announced by the 
educational program of St‘? 
E. Blewett & Associates. ** 








dena. 
Ime [32 t 
The sound color films * 
from auto accident 3 Bag 


problems to fire and expos. 
topics, and will be made * 
able to ‘awyers’ groups > Ball 


charge. They can be sere JAMES 
by writing to the compe aise 
Pasadena. a 
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", Adler of the 
Bar for the Un- 

Law Symposium 
e fk A. Convention, Dallas, 









The e principle that, in the pub- 
nterest none should prac- 
“law but those who have 
d themselves for the pro- 
on, bound themselves to its 
fies of conduct, and subjected 
L .emselves to the discipline of 
's olen courts, goes back hundreds 
sears. The public suffers far 
sg from unauthorized prac- 
ec ‘han do lawyers themselves. 
ht to stop it is therefore 
the e publi ic’s fight. 
The relationship between law- 
rand client is highly personal 
ig pad highly confidential. The 
lawyer must represent his client 
gith undivided loyalty, but in 
J doing he must observe his 
es to his brother lawyers, the 
Be: ourt ts, and the public. He must 
“W.ve direct contact with his 
cad can permit no inter- 
to intervene between 
may not represent 
ynflicting interests, except by 
; ynsent of all concerned after 
at SMe] disclosure of all the facts. 
WE, dealing with a party not rep- 
Weesented by counsel, he shall 
5 “..xe care not to mislead him, 
shall not undertake to 
him as to the law. He may 
ise or solicit but must 
eweit employment oon_ the 
sirength of reputation. Perhaps 
ADSM@Bhis last is one of the most im- 
0. i ortant safeguards for the pro- 
" stion of the public. 
4ll this is required of the li- 
censed attorney. And, if in the 
mudlic interest he is to be held 
» these standards, it follows 
that he must be protected from 
“i: competition of those who 
~ “Bii:re not so qualified themselves, 
ae iin many instances could 
: but who, nevertheless, are 
mder no restraint from adver- 
sng, soliciting, and proclaim- 
ng to the public that they can 
the work better, quicker and 
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It follows further that no 
tion can be permitted to 
r law, and that no group 
fmen can be allowed to form 
corporation for a purpose 
y related to the practice of 
, and by that means escape 
ne inhibition against advertis- 
zg and solicitation. For, as 
Justice Vanderbilt pointed 
in the Rothman case in New 
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—— AND TITLE INSURANCE COMPANIES | 


Jersey—In re Rothman, 97 Atl. 
2d 62, 39 ALR 2d 1032: “Adver- 


tising by any professional man | 


inevitably involves self-praise 
and puffing. If competitive ad- 
vertising among lawyers were 
permitted, the conscientious, 
ethical practitioner would be in- 
escapably at the mercy of the 
braggart.” 

What, then is the practice of 
law in the sense that it is the 
exclusive province of the at- 
torney? No general rule has been 
found workable, but there is now 
a vast body of case law on the 
subject, the result of evaluating 
in each case, the degree of skill 
required, the degree of personal 
relationship, and the practices 
of the community, for as one 
court said, “The actual prac- 
tices of the community have an 
important bearing on the scope 
of the practice of law.” 

Historically, the drafting of 
contracts affecting land, the ex- 
amination of titles, the drafting 
of conveyances, and giving ad- 
vice related to the passing of 
title, have been considered the 
practice of law. That until re- 
cently, lawyers have not risen to 
protect themselves and the pub- 
lic from attempts to practice law 
by laymen and corporations, is 
beside the point. But, the age of 
commercialism, the printed 
form, the emphasis on sales- 
manship and advertising, the 
pressure to get things done in a 
hurry, and special inducements 
to meet competition, have had 
their effect. Add to these devel- 
opments some causes for dissat- 
isfaction for the existing system, 
which I shall now discuss. 

First, 
stracts of title; 
getting so big and heavy that to 
carry them around or find a 
place to keep them has become 
a nuisance. Then, there is the 
time element, the time for pre- 
paring supplemental abstract, 
and that for examination by an 
independent attorney. Next, 
those risks agiinst which an ab- 
stract will not protect, forgeries 
in the chain of title, insanity, 
and the like. Then, the duplica- 
tion of effort in that an attorney 
cannot rely upon previous ap- 
proval of title by someone else, 
but must take full responsibility. 
And finally, the lack of uniform- 
ity of title requirements, plus the 
multitude of requirements, made, 
not because essential, but for 
fear that a later examiner might 
make them. I won’t dwell on 
that 

Had the title companies in 
Texas limited their operations 
to insuring titles, there would 
have been no serious quarrel. 
But, instead they proceeded to 
take over all the services former- 
ly performed by lawyers, short 
of actual litigation. They not 
only examined the title, but 
they drew papers for both ven- 
dor and purchasers, mortgagor 
and mortgagee, and when title 
requirements had been met, no- 
tified all parties to come up and 
close. In closing, they had the 
papers signed, interpreted the 
contract of sale, if any, and ad- 
vised all parties right and left 
on such questions of law as 
might be asked, in addition to 
computing the prorations. Some 
closings were handled by salar- 
ied attorneys and some by lay 
employees. 
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the size or bulk of ab-| 
they have been} 


There being no limitation up- 
on advertising and solicitation 
by corporations, these companies 
have advertised intermittently 
in one way or another for some 
thirty-five years; 
vertising, be it remembered, has 
in reality been directed against 
competition by the independent 
attorney. Add to this induce- 
ment of one kind or another, 
made to real estate brokers and 
others, of a nature entirely im- 
proper for lawyers, to say the 
least, and it is not difficult to 
understand why lawyers have 
been all but crowded out of the 
real estate field in the larger 
cities of this State. 

This brings us down to the 
Hexter case,—Hexter Title and 
| Abstract Company v. Grievance 
Committee, 179 S. W. 2d 946, 157 
ALR 282, where the Supreme 
Court of Texas was called upon 

to decide to what extent the 
transfer of title to real estate 
had by process of evolution be- 
come ae routine commercial 
transaction, and nence proper 
for a corporation to handle, and 
to what extent, if any, it still re- 
mained a lawyer-client transac- 
tion, calling for the traditional 
individual, personal services of 
the attorney. 

The Court answered that a 
title company had the right to 
draw up the insurance policy, 
since that was its own contract. 
| It could examine the title to de- 
termine whether to assume the 
risk. And, it could furnish the 
interested parties its title re- 
quirements, or otherwise stated, 
| the conditions under which it 
would issue the policy. 

But, the Court added, the 
|company had no right to draw 
| the conveyances, because these 
were not the company’s con- 
tracts, but those of other parties, 
in which the company had only 
|a secondary interest. The com- 
pany had the right to insure the 
title, but not the right to create 


good title in the grantee, so as 
to be able to insure it. “Such 
papers,” the Court said, “relate 


to the rights of third parties in 
which the corporation has no 


present interest, but only a 
prospective one.” 
Probably the highlight of the 


opinion is where the Court said 
in effect that if everyone were 
permitted to perform legal serv- 
ices under the theory that they 
were incidental to the business, 
“Ultimately most legal work, 
other than the trial of cases in 
the courthouse, would be per- 
formed by corporations and 
others not licensed to practice 
law. The law practice would be 
hawked about as a leader or 
premium to be given as an in- 
ducement for business transac- 
tions.” 

The Court held it immaterial 
that the party who drew the 
papers was a licensed attorney, 
saying: “His first act of loyalty 
is to the corporation. His acts 
are the acts of the corporation, 
and even though the corpora- 
tion acts through an attorney, 
it is nevertheless practicing 
law.” 

The Court rejected the “simple 
instrument” doctrine, quoting 
Judge Pound’s famous pro- 
nouncement: “I am unable to 
rest any satisfactory test on the 
distinction between simple and 
complex instruments. The most 
complex are simple to the skilled, 
and the simplest often trouble 
the inexperienced.” To the con- 
tention that the companies 
ought to prepare the papers as a 
matter of expediency, because 
time could be saved by having 
all the work done in the same 
office, the Court replied that ex- 
pediency would not justify ig- 
noring the policy of the law, 
established for the fundamental 
rights of the citizens. 

The Court said further that 
the title company had no right 
to advise the parties as to the 


| secular law. 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 


and this ad-| 
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U. S. District Court Decision 


BANKRUPTCY. 

The question raised is “May a 
Referee in Bankruptcy deny pay- 
ment of fundstg_a secured cred- 
itor pending the disposition of a 
suit by the Trustee to recover 
alleged preferential payments 
made by the bankrupt to that 
secured creditor?” 

The creditor here is the holder 
by assignment of a chattel mort- 
gage which has been declared 
valid. The chattels covered were 
sold by agreement free and clear 
of the lien of the mortgage, the 
lien, if any to attach to the pro- 
ceeds of the sale. It is these 
proceeds the creditor seeks to 
have turned over immediately. 
The Trustee has in the interim 
instituted a suit, not yet decided, 
against the creditor to recover 
alleged preferential payments 
made to the creditor by the bank- 
rupt. 


Held: Sec. 57 G of the Bank- 


ruptcy Act, relied on by the Trus- | 


tee, is not dispositive. That sec- 
tion relates to surrender of pref- 
erences by a general creditor. It 
does not apply to a secured credi- 
tor. Nor does Sec. 68 of the Act 
help the Trustee. Sec. 68 deals 
with mutual set-offs between the 
bankrupt estate and creditors. It 
applies where the creditor would 
only receive a dividend on its 
claim and was designed to save 
the creditor in such case from 
paying its debt in full to the 
bankrupt estate and then receiv- 
ing only a dividend in return. 
Here both the creditor and the 
Trustee are entitled to payment 
in full of their respective claims, 
the creditor out of the mortgaged 
assets and the Trustee out of the 
general property of the creditor. 


But these sections do indicate 
a primary goal of bankruptcy 
which is the goal of every court 


of equity, namely, to avoid cir- 
cuity of action and eliminate the 
absurdity of making A pay B 
where B owes A. The Referee’s 
denial of the present turn-over 
application is justified under the 
general equitable principles ap- 
plicable to a court of bankruptcy. 

Moreover, the matter rests in 
the sound discretion of the Ref- 
eree in closing out the estate of 
the bankrupt. By the consent 
that the chattels be sold in the 
bankruptcy proceeding free and 
clear, the lien, if any, to attach 
to the proceeds, the mortgagee 
took advantage of and submitted 
to the bankruptcy proceeding. 
Having done so it must also ac- 
cept the disadvantages and de- 
lays necessary to the equitable 
distribution of the bankrupt’s 
estate, and is subject to the Ref- 
eree’s exercise of his discretion 
in the administration of the 
bankrupt estate. 

Petition denied. 

Opinion by Hartshorne, DWJ., 
filed April 16, 1957 in Matter of 
Gravure Paper. Bankruptcy No. 
182-54 


Married Couple Named 
Law Review Editors 


New York (ACCN) — Irving 
Younger, 24, and his wife, Jud- 
ith, 23, both students at New 
York university’s school of law, 
have further blended marriage 
with study by being elected, re- 
spectively, editor in chief and 
survey editor of the school’s Law 
Review. Both are second-year 
honor students and scholarship 
holders. 

Younger intends to specialize 
in corporation law and corporate 
finance. His wife plans to work 
in labor law. Eventually they 
would like to practice together. 
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Lawyers and Title Insurance Companies 


(Continued from page 5) 





But what did the companies 
do as the result of the ruling in 
the Hexter case? They proceed- 


ed to organize law firms, some- | 


times in the same suite of offices, 
sometimes down the hall, some- 
times on another floor of the 
same building, and sometimes in 
a different building, but usually 
with the lawyers controlling the 
title company likewise controll- 
ing the law firm, and thence- 
forth the papers formerly drawn 
by the company were drawn by 
the law firm, or in its name, and 
to add insult to injury, addi- 
tional fees were now charged for 
drawing papers. These fees were 
collected at the closing and re- 
mitted by the company to the} 
law firm. The same as before, 
the attorney did not see the so- 
called client and was not re- 
quested or instructed by the cli- 
ent as to what he should put in 
the papers. As before, the com- | 
pany handled the closing, some- | 
times through attorneys, and | 
sometimes not. | 

Otherwise stated, these com- | 
panies and their affiliated at- 
torneys proceeded to do indi-| 
rectly what they had been for- | 
bidden to do directly, closing | 
their eyes to the fact that the | 
lawyer drawing the papers owed | 
his loyalty first to the corpora- 
tion, regardless of how he re-| 
ceived his compensation, and | 
that it was the advertising and | 
solicitation, after all, that caused 
him to be called upon to perform 
the services. And the advertising 
and solicitation continued in 
full force. 


I shall forego recital of the 
obstacles the Bar had to over- 
come to make any headway to- 
ward breaking up these prac- 
tices. I pass on to you two recent 
decisions in which appellate | 
courts have expressed their 
disapproval of the conduct of | 
the companies and their affili- | 
ated attorneys in no uncertain | 
terms. In each case, the Bar| 
sought injunction to restrain the | 
company and its affiliated at | 





torneys from engaging in “4 


unauthorized practice of law. I 
shall take up first the Guardian 
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|case,—San Antonio Bar Associa- | 
|tion v. Guardian Abstract and | 
| Title Company, 291 S. W. 2d! 
697,—by the Supreme Court, 
though the later of the two. 

All lawyers familiar with the | 
|Rothman case from New Jersey | 
will be struck with the similarity 
between the two cases. In the) 
| Guardian case, the corporate de- 
fendant was local agent for a 
title insurance company. It was 
controlled by a mortgage com- 
pany, which in turn was con- 
trolled by a husband and wife 
law partnership. The law firm 
also ran a fire insurance agency 
and operated all these enter- 
prises in the same suite of offices. 
The law firm, of course, was 
paid the fees paid for the draft- | 
ing of conveyances on transac- | 


‘tions where the company wrote | 


title insurance. In that connec- | 
tion, the following portion of the | 
court’s opinion is highly Ulum- | 
inating: 
“The origin of the legal | 
work above described is evi- | 
dently the title insurance) 
business of the corporate re-| 
spondent. The latter main-| 
tains contact with the insur- 
ance purchasing public more | 
or less as would any com-| 
mercial enterprise, making | 
use of its acquaintances with | 
the real estate fraternity, | 
sometimes advertising in the| 
newspapers and _ distributing | 
or keeping available for real 
estate agents useful gifts with 
the corporate name on them, 
such as blotters and printed 
forms of sales contracts pre- 
pared by the McQuowns. In 
the normal case the real es- 
tate agent, who arranges a 
sale to the purchaser desiring 
title insurance and willing to 
insure through the corporate 
respondent, brings the signed | 
sales contract to the office of | 
the latter, and without any| 
question or discussion about | 
who is to prepare the deed, | 
note, mortgage or other legal | 
papers, the machinery at the} 
same office goes into operation 
and eventually, with or with- | 
out some personal participa- | 
tion of Mr. or Mrs. McQuown, | 

| the entire matter is there 
completed, the purchaser of 
the land departing with his| 
deed and title policy, the ven- | 
dor with his cash payment and 
mortgage or mortgage and/| 
mortgage insurance, and the| 
real estate agent with his! 
commission.” 
| The Court held that the law-| 
| yers, though paid fees by parties | 
'to the deed, were in reality act- | 
ing as agents for the corpora- | 
| tion, and upheld the injunction | 
| against it and the lawyers, as its | 
| agents. The Court made it clear, | 
furthermore, that it would per- | 
mit no title insurance company 
to operate as a medium for di-| 
|recting law practice to a favored 
firm of attorneys, regardless of 
what form the arrangement 
might take. And we are, of 
course, highly pleased that the 
| Court saw fit to say in the para- 
| graph: 
“The interests of the public | 
are involved and are safe-| 
guarded by the decree. The| 
respondents are in default to} 
the public and have evidently 
profited by that default over | 
the years. Two of them are} 
lawyers and must or should | 











substantial and significant savi 
ing an appeal. 
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have known that they were | 


| + ‘skating on thin ice’ since the | 


beginning.” 
In the Rattikin case at Fort 
Worth,—_Rattikin Title Com- 
pany v. Grievance Committee, 


| 272 S. W. 2d 948,—the essential 


facts were virtually the same, 
except that here no mortgage 
company or fire insurance com- 
pany was involved, and that the 
Bar Committee also sought an 
express adjudication that the 
legal advice given in connection 
with the closing of transactions 
constituted the practice of law. 
Here again the ruling was in 
favor of the Bar, and the Court 
used this emphatic expression: 

“It is our opinion that the 
law is ‘clear and positive’ as to 
the illegality of the acts en- 
joined. Such is demonstrated 
by the authorities, including 
the Hexter case.” 

The title company made no 
attempt to take the case to the 
Supreme Court. The appeal from 
the trial court was taken from 
order granting temporary in- 
junction, and the case stands on 
the docket awaiting trial on the 
merits, the trial judge having 
refused to try the case until the 
Supreme Court rendered opinion 
in the San Antonio case. How- 
ever, in my opinion, the lan- 
guage of the Supreme Court in 
the Guardian case is broad 
enough to cover the issue of 
closing. 

I am hopeful that further liti- 
gation will be found unneces- 
sary. It seems to me that the 
Hexter case suggests the proper 
procedure to follow in the fu- 
ture. As I see it, when a title 
company has been requested to 
insure a title and has completed 
its title search, it will furnish 
both vendor and _ purchaser 
copies of a commitment, which 
will set forth the conditions un- 
der which it will insure and the 
risks to be expected from the 
policy, and state what needs to 
be done before the policy will be 
issued. The commitment will 
show, as is customary in some 
other States, that it is to be re- 
ferred to the attorney for the 
party. 

In this connection, my atten- 
tion has been called to the in- 
scription recommended for in 
New York State: 

“This report of title is in- 
tended for lawyers only. Such 
exceptions as may be set forth 
herein may affect marketa- 
bility of title. Your lawyer 
should be consulted before 
taking any action based upon 
the contents of this report. 

“The company’s representa- 
tive at the closing hereunder 
may not act as legal advisor to 
any of the parties or draw 
legal instruments for them. 
Such representative is permit- 
ted to be of assistance only to 
an attorney. It is advisable to 
have your attorney present at 
the closing.” 

It seems to me that little more 
time will be required for com- 
pleting these transactions than 
formerly, for notwithstanding 
the somewhat extravagant 
the 
public is finding out from ex- 
perience that the so-called legal 
departments of these companies 
can get clogged just as other 
law offices. The fact is, the 
Guardian company at San An- 
tonio is now advertising that by 
reason of its microfilm record 


| system, there will be no delay in 
| closing under the new plan. 


As I have stated, I hope fur- 
ther litigation will be unneces- 
sary but in that connection, it 


| has been suggested to me that 
| since 


the courts have now 
spoken so emphatically on the 
impropriety of the conduct of 
the lawyer-defendant, the time 
for injunction is past, the dis- 
ciplinary suits will be in order. 
As to how quickly the change 
from the present system can be | 
accomplished, much will depend 
upon the co-operation of the! 


Aim Is To Inform Lay Groups 
On Law 


Chicago (ACCN) — The Amer- 
ican Bar Assn. is launching a 
major project to broaden the 
legal profession’s program of 
public education, the American 
Bar News, ABA monthly bulletin, 
announces. 

The project involves the cre- 
ation of a new ABA group, the 
National Speakers bureau, whose 
aim will be to provide qualified 
lawyers and judges as speakers 
before national, regional or state 
meetings of leading law organ- 
izations. 

The Bureau is a new public 
service project of the ABA com- 
mittee on public relations. Serv- 
ing as chairman of the bureau 











title companies and real estate 
brokers. Up to now, the former 
have proclaimed, “You can’t 
make a man get a lawyer.” I 
don’t believe such a stand has 
any validity when coming from 
a group which for years has at- 
tempted to educate the public 
into believing that none was 
necessary. As to claims that 
lawyers generally don’t know 
how to handle these matters, 
the answer is simply that during 
the title company monopoly 
many independent attorneys 
have had no opportunity to 
handle them. If necessary, Bar 
associations can conduct night 
schools, and only a few sessions 
should be necessary to train 
lawyers to draw papers to meet 
title company requirements. 

There will be, however, a re- 
sponsibility upon those lawyers 
who seek to re-enter real estate 
practice. They must thoroughly 
understand that these transac- 
tions partake of a commercial 
nature to some extent, and they 
should refuse to accept employ- 
ment when not in position to 
give the matter the prompt at- 
tention it deserves. 

Title insurance premiums are 
fixed by the State Insurance 
Commission. There should be 
eliminated therefrom the por- 
tion allocated to closing costs. 
As a result, the total cost to the 
parties will not be much heav- 
ier than now, and they will re- 
ceive representation in the true 
sense. 


There is an aspect to this 


whole subject that has been im- | 


pressing itself upon me. There 


are many people, whose first, if | 


not only contact with lawyers is 
when they buy a home. Here, 


they have opportunity to see| 


how a lawyer looks out for their 
interests, that he is fair in his 


charges, and in general, that he | 


is a man to be trusted. 

Lacking this contact, the man 
on the streets is subject to prop- 
aganda that lawyers stand in 
the way of getting deals closed, 
that their fees are beyond his 
reach, and that he will sell out 
to the other fellow. 

One of the first steps taken to 
destroy a democracy is to un- 
dermine confidence in the legal 
profession. Conversely, if the 
Bar is to exert its weight to pre- 
serve constitutional government, 
it must have contact with the 
average man. For this additional 
reason, it seems to me there is 
involved a matter of public poli- 
cy transcending the interest of 
any individual. 


|is Chief Judge Bolitha J. ;.. 
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AmBar Sets Up New National Speakers Groy, 


Pr 


bs Cont: 
of the U. S. District court fo; .. Re 
District of Columbia. q 
More than 200 lawyers .., 
judges, all members of the :, 
have consented to accept 
ing engagements through 
bureau. They will speak w 
honorarium, as a service to 
public and the profession 
ganizations extending 
tions, will, however, agree ty 
sume actual travel expenses 
Seventeen speech topics 
compose the bureau’s reperts, 
at the beginning. They 
a wide range of subjects 
to law, lawyers and the »« 


an sub 
ie Ut hOr: 
ap nard 


peal to laymen, and one or 
of them is suited to any typ « 
adult audience. 

Although bureau speak 
be members of the a 
they will appear as ind 
and the views they express 
be their own. 

The bureau program wil! »—ime 
tested on a “pilot” basi 
tri-state area — Pen 
Delaware and New Jersey—yit: 
in the next few weeks. An = 
to key organizations in 
them to utilize the group’s s 
vices. 

Later, during the fall, the: 
reau’s operations will be ext 
ed to other sections of the co 
try. 

“We believe,” said Judge Laz: 
“that the National Speakers + 
reau can make a valuable 
tribution to the educational p 
gram of the bar. We hope 
it will reach important groups 
laymen, and _ serve to 
acquaint them with some of: 
current activities, objecti 
ideals of the legal profession 

“Through this program 
hope that influential laymen = 
gain a better conception o 
modern lawyer and his pla 
society, and a better unders 
ing of the problems of 
courts,” he added. 

While the program is in ef 
an extension to the na 
scene of the successful spe 
bureau projects operated 7 
many state and local bar asso: 
ations, the new organization 5 
not intended to compete 


|these existing bureaus. In 


it will seek to provide speaks 
for large meetings of 500 or mx 
persons on a broader geograp: 
ical basis. 

Categories into which % 
speech topics have been 
and the titles, are: 

The Courts—What Our Cours 


the Courts, Fair Trial — Fi 
Press, Don’t Dodge Jury Servs 
Our Traffic Courts. 


ers— 
Laymen Should Know 
Lawyers, You and the 
Should Your Child Be A Lawy‘ 
People Without Lawyers, = 
Bar and the Public. ; 

Special Subjects—Do We \* 
More Prisons?, Innocent 
Proved Guilty, Law For Wom: 
‘.. . Endowed With Certai 
alienable Rights,’ Patents 
Progress, the Lawyer’s Ro 
Business, the Impact on B 
of Federal Laws and Regulatc: 


Announcement 


John Romanition has 
his offices from 786 Broad 
Newark to 790 Broad 
Newark. 


~ 
pas 
S 
ou 








@ CHATTEL MORTGAGES 


@ INVENTORY LOANS 
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V. A. F. VANO, President 
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Attorneys Protected - Unlimited Money Available 
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practice Before Administrative Agencies 














continued from page 1) 


o 
=<? 









jected in all fields of 
thorized practice of law 
‘hardly be estimated.” “The 
es’ of legislation and judi- 
“enforcement of the law 
unauthorized practice, 
ow, have not proven suf- 
» strong.” Today, we are 
struggling for a full recog- 
» of that principle; indeed, 
 , the legal profession find 
Ives in a constant struggle 
non-lawyer interlopers, at- 
s--ed by the hope of monetary 
in one field or another of 
actice of law. Probably 


bn sud 
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in all fairness, it should 
sated that the non-lawyers 
e in the unauthorized 
f law usually do it 
enterprise combined 





enga 


g 
ice 0 








e that persons who as- 
to practice law must have 
e qualifications is par- 
acute in the field of 
sir tive practice. How- 
rin the public mind the con- 
“on between administrative 
ice and the unauthorized 
of law is something 

ns to be relatively new. 
e 25 years ago, the 
m areas in the field 
thorized practice were 
ed to be those of private 
transactions. In those 
e unauthorized practice 
mainly concerned activities 
e associations, collection 
title companies, trust 
, real estate brokers, 
n the last 25 years or 
sere has been a profound 
For in these last 25 
rs we have seen the gate of 
smment regulation thrown 
eopen; and with that hap- 
we have seen also its 
t, the creation of a 
cof administrative proceed- 
sand an enormous growth in 
is commonly called “ad- 
tive practice.” The re- 
S that today the major 
area in the field of un- 
practice of law, as I 
that of the representa- 
s before administra- 

















































tive practice. 

et us examine why it is 
30 much of administrative 
ucé today is the practice of 
i so susceptible of being 
uthorized practice of law 
Fl engaged in by non-law- 
as I have indicated, 
unauthorized practice of 
coextensive with the very 
f the legal profession. 
€ unauthorized prac- 
y continues to be pro- 








With regard to ad- 
ve practice, we start 
‘4¢ fundamental principle 
‘he function of determin- 


€ 


on questions of law is 
‘ich, under the Constitu- 
ongress may vest, as it 
in an administrative 
legislative court, as 
id € Courts vested with 
“<1 Dower. When this func- 


Yora 
in th 


el y. Wells, 191 S. 


1. Dan Cc 
oS. E 


2d 181, 184, 185 
part from People ex rel. 
s'n ¥. Goodman, 366 III. 
‘4 941, 947, cert. denied, 
IDG), 





; tion is placed in a Court vested 


with judicial power, it necessari- 
ly comes to rest in the solid and 
orderly structure of judicial pro- 
cedure and is invariably recog- 
nized as a legal proceeding. 
However, when this function, 
which is judicial in character, is 
given to an administrative 
agency, the psychology has been 
radically different and there has 
been almost incalculable confu- 
sion. The members of the ad- 
ministrative agencies to whom 
this judicial function of deter- 
mining facts and making initial 
decisions on questions of law 
have been assigned, have not al- 
ways been lawyers; and as a re- 
sult, in the last 25 years, there 
has been a vast amount of doubt 
in the public mind as to what 
kind of strange apparition is 
created by vesting this judicial 
function in the hands of mem- 
bers of an administrative agen- 
cy or of Government officials in 
the Executive Branch of the 
Government. Indeed, there 
seems to have been a feeling in 
the air, much of the time at 
least, that adversary adminis- 
trative proceedings, no matter 
how comparable in procedure, 
method and subject matter to 
litigation in the Courts, do not 
even involve the element of law 
at all. Believe it or not, the as- 
sertion has not infrequently 
been made that only “economic 
considerations” are involved in 
proceedings before such major 
tribunals as the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. Thus, it 
would seem that we are at the 
crossroads on this vital subject; 
either we must recognize the 
element of law in the field of 
Government administration, or 
abandon the very concept of a 
government of laws as a con- 
cept which must be administer- 
ed in accordance with law, and 
administered by lawyers where 
the application of legal princi- 
ples is involved on any note- 
worthy scale. 

However, the inherent quasi- 
judicial character of an adver- 
sary administrative proceeding, 
at least, and the quasi-judicial 
function of the person who sits 
to hear and determine in such a 
proceeding now seem to be clear 
through judicial decision.’ But 
here is the gimmick; these deci- 
sions do not undertake to settle 
the confusion as to who should 
practice in administrative pro- 
ceedings. For when Congress 
vested this quasi-judicial func- 
tion of determining facts and 
making initial decisions of law 
in the hands of administrative 
agencies, it did not in most cases 
accompany such vesting with 
any prohibition against the rep- 
resentation by a non-lawyer of a 
party to a resulting proceeding. 
When the function of determin- 
ing facts and making decisions 
of law is vested in the Courts, it 
is obvious that only a lawyer 
may represent the parties to the 
proceedings. But as a result of 
the failure to prohibit the prac- 
tice by non-lawyers before ad- 
ministrative agencies, enterpris- 
ing non-lawyers have moved in 
with the claim that anybody 
could engage in it, and so these 
proceedings to determine facts 
and initially decide questions of 
law have lost some of their 
character as legal proceedings, 
in the public mind. 
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This situation has given rise 


to a special problem in the pat- 
ent field; and in order to under- 
stand this, we must go back per- 
haps to the very origin of ad- 
ministrative practice by non- 
lawyers, on any noteworthy 
scale, at least, in this country. 
As far as I can ascertain, prac- 
tice by non-lawyers in a repre- 
sentative capacity before Gov- 
ernment agencies, that is prose- 
cuting claims and in contested 
litigation, appears to be a de- 
velopment which originated 
principally with the aftermath 
of the Civil War. It apparently 
came into being with the crea- 
tion of a large number of claims 
for pensions which Congress set 
up to be processed administra- 
tively, and which non-lawyers 
started to prosecute simply be- 
cause there was no large pro- 


hibition against it. It is note- 
worthy that if Congress had 
Stipulated that these claims 


should be processed through the 
Courts, only lawyers would have 
been permitted to represent the 
claimants. 

The first action conferring 
special pension benefits on ac- 
count of service in the Civil War 
was the Arrears Act, passed on 
January 25, 1879, 20 Stat. 265. 
And then to quote the words of 
a distinguished patent lawyer, 
John A. Dienner, “Here was a 
sudden crop of applicants for 
pensions to be represented be- 
fore the Pension Office in Wash- 
ington, and enterprising citizens 
of Washington rose to the occa- 
sion. Solicitors of pensions ad- 
vertised their services through- 
out the country to acquaint any 
man who could possibly make a 
claim for a pension with the 
possibility of getting money 
from the Government, taking 
their fee for services from the 
successful applicant for a pen- 
sion on the basis of ‘no pension 
no fee’.’”” But soon all the pen- 
sions had been allowed or re- 
jected, and to quote again from 
Mr. Dienner, “Here were these 
men with a well advertised loca- 
tion and name, with a well 
equipped office and no business. 
They cast envious eyes upon 
local practitioners before the 
Patent Office who had just be- 
gun to learn the advantage of 
advertising, and forthwith trans- 
ferred their affections from the 
Pension Office to the Patent 
Office, beaming their advertise- 
ment at the inventors all over 
the land with the attractive slo- 


gan, ‘No Patent No Pay’.’” In- 
deed, the literature of some 
practitioners advertised their 
services as available for the 


filing of both pension claims 
with the Pension Office of the 
Department of the Interior, and 
applications for patents with the 
Patent Office.” So began an 
era of flamboyant advertising, 
fraudulent representations and 
other undesirable practices by 
Pension and Patent Office Prac- 
tioners. Apparently it was near 
its worst about 1884. On Decem- 
ber 12th of that year the first 
patent law group, the Patent 
Law Association of Chicago was 
formed, a chief reason for 
organization being to combat 
the advertising practitioners in 
Washington.’ 

By 1900, non-lawyer practi- 
tioners before the Patent Office 
had apparently brought the 
ethics of representation before 
that Office to an all-time low. In 
his Report for the Survey of the 
Legal Profession on this sub- 
ject, Mr. Dienner gave an ex- 
ample of what happened with 
this totally unsupervised non- 
lawyer representation. Mr. Dien- 
ner states that a certain non- 
lawyer, John Wedderburn, with 
a P. T. Barnum flair for publi- 
city, a Machiavellian indiffer- 
ence to morality, and unhamp- 
ered by the Code of Ethics and 
judicial supervision which pro- 
hibit lawyers from making 
fraudulent representations, sub- 
sidized some 3,000 newspapers, 


ite 
par) 


issued “Certificates of patenta- | the 






Page Seven 








attorney-client privilege, 


bility” on simple devices which|but disclosure to competitors 
had already been patented, and | can be compelled. 


held an annual banquet at 


In any event, in a Report of 


which he awarded the “grand! Unauthorized Practice Commit- 
prize” of a silver medal and tee No. 24, dated May 17, 1956, 
scroll for achievement. Even the | devoted to this problem, the fol- 
Prize-award was rigged. Not be- | lowing. resolution was adopted: 


ing a member of a State or Fed- 
eral Bar, no Court could stop 
these nefarious practices, Final- 
ly, in 1897, the Patent Office 
“cracked down” on him and, af- 
ter hearing, removed his name 
from the register. At this point, 
the turn of the century, Wedder- 
burn was by no means the only 
unscrupulous advertiser, and 
“The depths to which practice 





before the Patent Office had fal- | 


len was incredibly low.’™ This 


situation was so bad that three | 
years later, in 1903, Congress en- | 
acted a law providing that the) 
Commissioner of Patents could | 


prescribe “rules and regulations 
governing recognition of agents, 
attorneys, or other persons rep- 
resenting applicants or other 
parties before the Patent Off- 
ice.”* As you can readily ob- 
serve, however, this statute did 
not face, but only deferred or 
postponed the issue of whether 
the practice of law by non-law- 
yers before the Patent Office 
should be continued. And the 
compromise reflected in this 
statute has continued to the 
present day with the result that 
at the present time there are two 
kinds of practitioners before the 
Patent Office, that is (1) 
torneys at law, and (2) “agents,” 
which is a name for someone 
who handles cases in a repre- 
sentative capacity but who is 
not a lawyer. 


at- | 


“RESOLVED: That the Reso- 
lution limiting future admis- 
sions to practice before the 
Patent Office to members of 
the Bar, as adopted by the 
Section in 1954, be presented 
to the House of Delegates at 
the Dallas meeting in August 
of 1956, and that the Resolu- 
tion, as presented, read as 
follows: 
“RESOLVED: That the As- 
sociation approves the prin- 
ciple of restricting admis- 
sion to practice before the 
Patent Office to members of 
the Bar, and 
“That the Chairman of the 
Section of Patent, Trade- 
mark and Copyright Law be 
authorized to communicate, 
to interested parties, the ac- 
tion of the Association in 
adopting this Resolution.” 
There is one other aspect of 
all this which deserves serious 
consideration by the legal pro- 
fession, and that is the matter 
of a grandfather clause to non- 
lawyer practitioners who have 
been practicing before various 
agencies, such as the Patent 
Office and the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, for a long 
time. In many instances, the 
livelihood of these persons may 
depend upon a continuation of 
their right to practice before 
these agencies, and I think we 
in the legal profession should 


Now, in the last few years, we | seriously consider a grandfather 
have seen the inevitable fruit of | ejause in any legislation which 


this deferring of the 


: | 
ISSUC. | may be enacted, to permit those 


Patent litigation, interference | cyrrently practicing before such 
proceedings, and solicitation and | agencies, when approved in the 


application work, all involve a| giseretion 


knowledge of judicial decisions | 


and the application of 
principles on an extensive if not 
complex scale. They constitute | 
the practice of law; and it is| 
perfectly obvious that the lead- 





ing people acting in a repre-| 


sentative capacity in the patent | 
field are patent lawyers, not} 
patent “agents,” or any non- | 
lawyer group. However, this his- | 
torical failure to prohibit non- | 
lawyers from practicing law be- | 
fore the Patent Office has now 
resulted in three recent deci- 
sions,” particularly one decided 
in 1954, which have held that, 
because non-lawyers as well as 
lawyers could represent other 
people before the Patent Office, 
work relating to the Patent Off- 
ice was not legal work and hence 
the attorney-client privilege did 
not exist concerning it with re- 
spect to either lawyers or non- 
lawyers. I do not believe that 
the Bar understands the full 
import, the shattering impact 
which these decisions have had 
on the seamless web of the law 
and the professional role of the 
lawyer. Unless this trend can be 
reversed, unless we lawyers can 
obtain a recognition of the role 
of law in the patent field, cli- 
ents’ confidences in the patent 
legal field will not be subject to 


legal | _ 





of the _ particular 
agency, to continue such prac- 
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Practice Before Administrative Agencies ° 


(Continued from page 7) 


tice. I think we in the legal pro- 
fession should endeavor to main- 
tain a tolerant and balanced 
judgment on this subject, par- 
ticularly because of the confu- 
sion over the practice of law be- 
fore administrative agencies, 
which has continued for over 85 
years, and the fact that the legal 
profession and the public are 
only now waking up to the prob- 
lem. Our concern should be for 
the long range, and from the 
point of view of the public; and 
accordingly, we should certainly 
consider the enactment of a 
grandfather clause in any stat- 
ute limiting to lawyers the prac- 
tice of law before administrative 
agencies. 

Now, for the current legisla- 
tion which relates to this sub- 
ject of administrative practice 
in relation to the unauthorized 
practice of law. The principal 
legislation which is under con- 
Sideration emanates from the 
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the public which involve the | 
++ Practice of law but which do not | 


now well-known Report of the take place in a courtroom. How- 
Hoover Commission which was ever, a non-lawyer does not be-| 
issued in April 1955.‘ Recom- come qualified to practice law | 
mendation No. 22 of this im- simply because the practice of | 
portant Report states that no law happens to take place out-| 
person should be permitted to side a courtroom. As was said in 
represent a party before any a leading South Carolina case,” | 
agency in the Executive Branch jt is “the character of the act. 
of the Government “unless he is gone and not the place where it 
qualified to do so as to character js committed” nor the “denom- | 
and competence; and no person ination of the tribunal before | 
who is not an attorney-at-law whom” the services are rendered 
shall be permitted to engage in “which is decisive.” Thus, as you 
the practice of law.” Here is the practicing lawyers all know, the | 
major landmark in the whole practice of law in connection 
history of unauthorized practice with the representation of oth- 
as related to administrative ers before administrative agen- 
practice. For, if implemented as cies may take place in an office, | 
we hope it will be, this Recom- either governmental or private, 
mendation, supplemented by or in a home, as well as in a| 
similar Recommendation No. 5 courtroom or “hearing” room. In | 
of the Special Committee of this addition, the phrase “practice of | 
Association on Legal Services Jaw” is not new or mysterious; 
and Procedures, would prohibit it is the traditional phrase of the 
non-lawyers from practicing law legal profession. Its interpreta- | 
before administrative agencies. tion has become the subject of a 

At the present time, there is Substantial number of judicial 
no question about the fact that decisions which are collected in | 
many non-lawyers are prac- Words and Phrases and which, | 
ticing law before administrative despite a few minor variations | 
agencies. In a study which I and hesitancy to attempt a ful-! 
made for the Survey of the Legal ly comprehensive definition, are | 


Profession back in 1953, I drew notably consistent and _ well- | 
up a chart which among other settled. In general, if I may try} 
things listed 
for admission 
some 58 civilian agencies and 31 May perhaps be defined under | 
military agencies. Of the 
civilian agencies, Aerrenayr 
adversary proceedings which are 2S COurtroom work, the drafting 

cotta Ph to litigation in the Of legal instruments, and the | ee ee 
Courts vested with judicial pow- 8iving of legal advice—any kind 
er, and of these 32 permitted of work or activity undertaken | ° ais Ab: 
non-lawyers to a 
counsel—believe it or not. And Which requires 
of the 31 military agencies, 27 of legal knowledge and skill or an 
them 
proceedings, and of those, 


the requirements ™y hand at a comprehensive | 
to practice of definition, the practice of law| 


5g these decisions as including—in 
46 conducted @ddition to such obvious matters 


representative capacity | 
some degree of | 


serve as trial] 1" 4 


application of legal principles to | 


conduct such adversary 


19 difficult or complex questions. 


ithe Union County Court; 


the Union County Court; 


|; Monmouth County Court, includ- pointed for the county 


Essex County Court; and 


ithe Hudson County Court. 
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In addition to their regular as- 
signments, the following Judges 
have been assigned temporarily 
as follows: 





Senate 
The following bills wer, ;, 
duced in the Senate: ~ 
Week of May 6, 1957 S-214 Fox. To permit pn. 
(Excluding May 10, 1957) of a judgment under the 4 
Judge Howard F. Barrett to the vehicle Security - Respo 
Essex County Court; Law by installments 
Judge Samuel Chiaravalli to stipulation signed by the 
the Union County Court; ment creditor or his +. 
Judge Vito A. Concilio to the consenting to such Daymer 
Passaic County Court; the judgment is filed wis 
Judge Joseph Halpern to the eourt. (R & A of L) 

































Middlesex County Court; - a sectio 
Judge W. Thomas McGann to DF cg Ro ws sce Mal Ament Mien 
| the Monmouth County Court, in- adihir Law ¢ ue ; tor 
cluding May 10; . ve A ap reg proride in 
Judge Nelson K. Mintz to the Conv responsible to. i 61: 
|Hudson County Court; and cred pie rae Page Obese ount 
Judge William P. Tallman to eee eee wise betes Ment £0 
the Hudson County Court ance or otherwise before . st} 
; permitted to operate an -MR 4.4) 
Week of May 13, 1957 mobile. (R & A of L nage 
(Excluding May 17, 1957) , Pee 
S-223 Ridolfi. To n 404 
i — oe oe F. eli to the high misdemeanor for Stzt nect t 
Seek VOU Our ployees to obtain public :.Jmmo the 


Judge Samuel Chiaravalli tO 16+ que them. (Jud.) 


Assembly 
The following bills wer: 
troduced in the Assembly 
A-446 Werner. To requir: 
time service by prosecutor: 
assistant prosecutors throu: 
the State with 2 schedy: 
compensation thercfor. \§+ 
M G) 
A-483 Kraus. To permit by; 
of freeholders to proy 
Judge Vito A. Concilio to the able office space for t! 
action of business by th 
Judge Lester A. Drenk to the Inheritance Tax Supe 


Judge W. Thomas McGann to 
the Monmouth County Court, in- 
cluding May 17; 

Judge Nelson K. Mintz to the 
Hudson County Court; and 

Judge William P. Tallman to 
the Hudson County Court. 

Week of May 20, 1957 
(Excluding May 24, 1957) 
Judge Samue! Chiaravalli to 















cure furniture, equipme 
Judge Philip Gebhardt to the stenographic service ther 
(SC &MG) 

Judge William P. Tallman to ee ere 


Legal Secretaries He 


permitted non-lawyers to serve 
as trial counsel. This is the crux 
of the problem. ————— 

In addition, there are un- 
doubtedly many 
between the Government and worth. 


TRACERS CO. OF AMEF 


» 


$13 MADISON AV.,N.Y. 








Announcement 


Ear! Pollack has moved his law 
transactions Offices to 530 Boulevard, Kenil- 








SURE... .. SHORTCUT 
FOR SAVING DOLLAR-HOURS 


ATTORNEYS, TITLE SEARCHERS, ADJUSTERS 
THESE UNITS WERE DESIGNED FOR YOU 


COPIFLASH CAMCOPY READER 
Portable - No outlet required = : 
Folded 7” high 35mm Microfilm reader 


Open 19” high 
EASY TO OPERATE. PREFOCUSED. 
JUST PUSH A BUTTON 


You can photocopy: County registrar 
records, police records, hospital charts, 


Sereen - 1115" x 1812” 


OVERALL DIMENSIONS: 


deeds, maps, engineering prints or = —_ 
other documents up to 9%”x15” in a 


light or dark room. 
INEXPENSIVE 


Microfilm costs about 4¢ a frame. 
Developed prints cost about 12¢ for a 


Aircooled 300 Watt Lighting System. 
You can read or your secretary can 
type directly from screen. 


5’x7”. Printing costs can be saved 
by using negatives in CAMCOPY 
READER. 


Literature is available on request. 
A representative will call upon you without obligation. 


CAMCOPY INC., P.O. Box 27, Matawan, N. J. 




































Week of May 27, 1957 f T : on 2] 
(Excluding May 30 and 31, 1957) e) Income ax Evasis Cod 
Judge Samuel Chiaravalli to Pitfalls pone 
the Union County Court; —<——S—— ia 
Judge Vito A. Concilio to the How the government s Rul 
Hudson County Court; into action against ON OF 
Judge Lester A. Drenk to the falsifiers will be grap! FS OF - 


Monmouth County Court; scribed for members oi 
Judge Philip Gebhardt to the Secretaries Association at 
Essex County Court; Second Regional Cor 
Judge Joseph Halpern to the Saturday, April 27. 
Middlesex County Court; and Chief Assistant U. S 
Judge William P. Tallman to Cornelius W. Wicker 
the Hudson County Court. will discuss the gov 
$$$ —_—___—_——_— income tax cases conc 
Housing Fall-Off Blamed ‘tious persons and 


. vented for the pur ose 0: 
On Market Uncertainty ge 


ing tax payments. Title 0 
sia speech will be “The Little \ 
New York (ACCN) — The re- who Wasn’t There.” or 3 
cent decline in home building is The Treasury Agents Fount] 
due not so much to “tightness” Phantom.” _ 
in mortgage credit as it is to Mr. Wickersham will be 0: 
uncertainty of home _ builders ths speakers at the c 
about the home buying market, held at the Hotel She 
Norman Strunk, executive vice Alpin under the auspices 0! 
president of the United States yoy york City Legal Secret 
Savings & Loan league, said here Association. The Honora! le 
recently at the annual conven- ward J. McCullen, retired 
tion of the Savings Assn. League of the Court of Genera! Ses 
of New York. 





















: and Mark F. Hughes, 4 n 35; 

“Many savings and loan in- o¢ the New York County Lav@lrenue ( 
stitutions around the country association. are also schecMlle: he. 
with ample funds are finding to address the group the me 
*|that the demand for mortgage David DuVivier, Attorne® me of t 
|money is not as great as they Chief of the New York City rporatio 


|had anticipated, proving once 
|again that the cries of a mort- 
gage crisis have been, as usual, 
greatly exaggerated,’ Strunk 
said. 

He told his New York audience 
that most of the recent discus- * 
sions about home building seem “The Legal Secretary's C0" 
'to be missing perhaps the most Handbook,” will speak © 
‘important point, namely, Membership on the 0 
“whether or not we have entered Problems of the lega! se 
|a period of a few years’ duration Members and lega! : 
| when there will be an easing in Who are not yet members‘ 

basic housing demand.” Association may obtain! 

Strunk said that the one “log- tions by contacting Mar wd 
‘ical and forthright” action that Stratman, Room 701, 165 ¥° 
could have been taken by con- Street, PL 7-0936. ; 
gress to boost home building The poet regiona 
would have been to boost the in- ence of the legal s 
terest rate on GI loans. But he being held to acquall 
| expressed the view that any hike members throughout the © 
now appears “extremely doubt- with the aims and purpe 
| ful.” the national and local 

“Dipping into the National tions. Members are expects 
| Life Insurance Reserve funds for attend from Upper Ne® - 
‘direct loans won’t help many State, New Jersey and New 
veterans, and it won’t bolster land Chapters. A bounce 
home building appreciably,” he be held at the Hotel, in con 
| said. tion with the conference. 


Aid Society, will receive = 
President Marie Cogn a3 
ation from the secretam® 
further the public service % 
tives of the Society. 
Bessie Mae Miller, auth 





ay 
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ion F Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 

Rev. Rul. 57-104: DEDUC- 
ys FOR CONTRIBUTIONS 
‘EMPLOYER TO EMPLOY- 

5’ TRUST OR ANNUITY: The 

unt paid by a taxpayer to 

*ndependent contractor as 
mbursement for the costs of a 
‘on negotiated qualified pen- 

, for the contractor’s 

constitutes ordinary 
cessary business expense, 
le under the provisions 
n 162 (a) of the Internal 
ue Code of 1954. The con- 
will be required to in- 
1 gross income, under sec- 
61 a) of the Code, the 
t received as reimburse- 
nt for contributions paid by 
10 the pension trust and will 
led to a deduction, with- 
he applicable limits of sec- 
, 404 a) of the Code, with 
ect to amounts actually paid 
to the 



















trust. 


Rev. Rul. 57-105: GENERAL 
TLE FOR TAXABLE YEAR OF 
EDUCTION: In the case of an 
yethod taxpayer, an in- 
amount of State 
and is allowable as 
1 for Federal income 
urposes when the amount 
fnally determined by litiga- 
or default, or when the tax- 
ver acknowledges his liability 
‘he State for the amount of 
ncrease. 


Rev. Rul. 57-113: ALIMONY, 
(. PAYMENTS: The existence 
cican divorce decree prior 
decree awarding alimony 
nte lite in a state which 
not recognize the validity 
the Mexican divorce does not 
-lude the deductibility under 
on 215 of the Internal Rev- 
% Code of 1954 of alimony 
ments pursuant to the state 






























Rul. 57-114: DISTRIBU- 


0S OF STOCK AND SECURI- 
SOF A CONTROLLED COR- 
RATION: 


Jt 


An individual, A, 
ne-half of the stock of a 
corporation, M, which 
1 of the stock of its sub- 
uary corporation, S. Individual 
aso owned one-half of the 
< of corporation O. Pursuant 
n of reorganization, a 
tutory merger of corporation 
nto corporation M was ef- 
d individual A received 
stock of parent cor- 
M in exchange for his 
he merges corporation 




































open 


rporation M distributed all 
stock of its subsidiary cor- 
S to individual A in 
for all of his stock in 
corporation M. Held, 
nges of stock made by 
1 A are not within the 
section 354(a)(1) or 
n 355/a)(1) of the Internal 
rene Code of 1954 since, in 
“ct, he exchanged all his stock 
: >d corporation O for 
of the stock of subsidiary 
ation S and exchanged all 
stock of the parent cor- 
M for the remaining 
of subsidiary corporation S. 
Rey. Rul. 57-115: TAXABILITY 
BENEFICIARY OF EMPLOY- 
Y TRUST: A lump-sum dis- 
on from an employees’ 
profit-sharing plan, 


change in business 

held to be taxable at 

‘ty Income tax rates in the 
a corporation officer par- 

who, although uncom- 

éd, continued to act in the 
ty y of an officer and direct- 
mited service. 


es Rul. 57-117: INVOLUN- 
ey CONVERSIONS: The sale 
“Operty which had lost its 
“ 88 a golf course when it 
; Jisected by a state highway 
€ use of the proceeds from 
€ to purchase property on 
‘© construct a course com- 
a to the one originally 
ao not qualify for treat- 
“™ 48 an involuntary conver- 











is nh 












sion within the meaning of sec- 
tion 1033 of the Internal Rev- 
enue Code of 1954. 


Rev. Rul 57-125: 
AND SEPARATE MAINTEN- 
ANCE PAYMENTS: Premiums 


paid by a husband on his life 
insurance policies, of which the 
wife is to remain the first bene- 
ficiary in accordance with 

property settlement agreement 
which became a part of the di- 


vorce decree, are not periodic 
payments within the meaning of 
section 71 and section 215 of the 


Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 


Rev. Rul. 57-130: PERSONAL, 
LIVING, and FAMILY EXPENS- 
ES: Where an employer pays the 
expenses of one of its executives 


incurred in connection with se- 
curing the benefits of the re- 
conditioning program offered by 


a resort hotel which specializes 
in reconditioning and health re- 
storing services, such expendi- 
tures generally constitute addi- 
tional compensation to the ex- 
ecutive, and he is required to in- 
clude the amount thereof in 


tax 
which 


pur 


are 


r p oses. Expenditures 
compensatory in na- 
ture deductible by an em- 
ployer under section 162 of the 
Code provided the total amount 
expended, plus other compensa- 


are 
alt 


tion paid to the executive, is no 
more than reasonable compens- 
ation for personal services actu- 
ally rendered by him. In the 
case of an individual taxpayer 
making such payments on his 
own behalf, the cost of a vaca- 
tion, even though for recondi- 
tioning and _  health-restoring 


purposes (i.e., rehabilitation), is 
not deductible in computing tax- 
able income for Federal income 
tax purposes under any provi- 


sion of the Code. Such expenses 
constitute personal expenses the 


deduction of which is prohibited 


by section 262 of the Code. 


Rev. Rul. 57-133: SPECIAL 
RULES FOR CREDITS AND DE- 
DUCTIONS: Where under ap- 
plicable state law real property 
is subject to administration the 
income derived therefrom is in- 
cludible in the gross income of 
the estate for the period that 
the est is under administra- 
tion; and, if under the terms 
of the decedent’s will the net in- 
come from such property is to be 
used exclusively for a charitable 
purpose, it is deductible by the 
estate under the provisions of 
section 642(c) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 


ate 


Announcement 


Vincent D. Gautieri is now as- 
sociated with Frederick W. Mar- 
garitell in the general practice of 


law 


at 819 Pompton 
ALIMONY | Cedar Grove. 


Avenue, 
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Ess 





this 
the undersigned, 


ex, 








day 


the 
Surrogate 
made, 
Executor of 8 


Dated 
KAROLINE 


order 


on 


of 


of 


the 





the 
apr 


Apr 
RI 








ice is hereby given to the 
said deceased, to exhibit to 
under oath or affirmation, their aims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this dat hey 
will ever barred from prose r 
recoveri the same against t . or 

rHE HOWARD SAVINGS IN ON 
JOHN | CONNOLLY, Attorne 

Sinus 
Newark 2 . 7 
I Apr. 25, May 2, 9, 2 

Dated: Apri 157 

STATE OF FRANK 8S. FABIANO, de 

eased 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR Surrogate of the Count 










this day made, 
indersig 


ned, 





on the appli 
Administrator 


notice is hereby n to the 

f sai d ance ased, to exhibit to the 

i yath or affirma hei 
demat ids against 


























six mo 
orever 
the 
MICHAEL FABIA 
FRANK G. MASINI, Attorney 
$43 Broad Street 
wark, N.J 
J Apr. 18, 2 May 2, 9, 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NE\ 
| DIVISION, ESS 
IMM KET NO 7 
STA rt NEW JERSEY 1 
HUGH MI sith od his 
| s representatives 
MRS HUG He M 
YOU ARE HEREBY summot 
ed t ‘ ‘ “ Goldberg & G 
Piaint At ne rst 
I te A 
Answe 
\ 1 rt 
ua Wo is w ar 
Hux Mel his heirs 
wr epr tat t 4 1 
rs. Hugh Mel 
Ni I ithi 
Mia 7 
judg 
Ans r and r Ne 
ote eho ¢ hai iit eer’ 
Sta Hi ‘ Annex Tres 
re ‘ t Ru 
p 
1 ‘ 

2 tig - in ~ 
ks ' 
BEGINNIN( he inters 
th r Wav I 
siete t | 
n zg ! i gs 
I’ r z 

I P Ta 
tw r 
ph 4 i 1 4 
I wy Seuth Orang 
\ d nd 
i ‘ A 
, \ 














LEGAL NOTICES 


Dated: 








17, 


April 

ESTATE OF MAX EVENCHICK, aancadew 
Pursuant to the order of AVDRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


iemands against the estrte-of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
MATTHEW EVENCHICK 

SAMI oh L SCHWARTZ, Attorney 

26 Journal Square ma 

Jersey City, N. J. 

L.J Apr. May 2, 9, 16, 23 


Dated: April 17, 1957 
ALFRED COURSEN STIFF, d 





: OF 


the order of ADRIAN M. 
Surrogate of the County of 
made, on the application of 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
hereby given to the creditors of 
spate naar to exhibit to the subscriber 
yath or affirmation, their claims and 
against the estate of said deceased, 


Pursuant to 
N, Jie, 


, this day 





I 1K is 

said 
inder 

d ita 








six montlis from this date, or they 
forever barred from prosecuting or 
ering the same against the subscriber. 
ruk TOW ARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
CARL F. HINRICHSEN, Attorney 
11 i r Street 
N N. 2. 





5, May 2, 9, 16, 23 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
» all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting 
It appears to my satisfaction, 


WHE R th: AS, 
by 















uly authenticated record of the proceed- 
r the voluntary dissolution thereof 
unanimous consent of all the stock- 

r deposited in my office that 

LENOX AND DETERING, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
fice is situated at No 1139 East ersey 
s 1 the City of Elizabeth, County of 
( of New Jersey (Benny A. Dudek, 
b ent therein and in charge thereof, 
process may be served), has 
th the requirements of Title 14, 
Cory ions, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 

of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 





if the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
tify that the said corporation did, on the 
ty-second day of April, 1957, file in 


a duly executed and attested consent 





















iz to the dissolution of said cor- 
Pp executed by all the stockholders 
t which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings afwresaid are now on file 
n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 

this Twenty-second day of April, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundeed 

and fifty-seven. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN 

Secretary of State. 

J Apr. 25, May 2, 9 $21.60 
ro THE CREDITORS OF EIGHT POINTS 
SAVINGS AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, A 
SAVINGS ANID LOAN ASSOCIATION OR- 
GANIZED UNDER THE LAWS OF THE 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY NOW KNOWN 
AS EIGHT POINTS SAVINGS AND LOAN 
ASSOUCTATION LIQUIDATING CORPORA 
TION 

I given in a rrdance 

I 
C 

I’) of n ] 1 flice 

‘ sson we ore l t 

| H nat 1000 Springt rT 

IGHT POINTS SAVINGS AND LOAN 

ASSOCTATION LIQUIDATING CORPOR 

ATION former known as Eight Points 

s ne rnd) Loa Association) 

ny VALTER H BREUNINGER 
PRESIDENT 
‘I 
\ RI KOERNER 
<I CRE AR Y 
El>: Ay 1957 
er Ha r ! Co 
stor Ne 
A 25 ‘ a ai ! ‘ 
20. 2%, J 4 s $89.16 
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Dated: April 22, “1957 

ESTATE OF JOHN LOWE, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Administrator of said de- 
ceased, notice is hereby given to the creditors 


of said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 


within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 


LOUIS R. CEREFICE 


VINCENT J. COMMISA, Attorney 

263 Clifton Avenue 

Newark 4, N. J. 

L.J.—Apr. 25, May 2, 9, 16, 23 / 
’ STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

HEGLO SMELTING & REFINING 
CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
3lt 


office is) situated at Main Street, 
in the City of Orange, County of Essex, 
Stat of New Jersey (Harry Amsterdam, 
bei = the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upo whom process may be served), has 
comalted with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 


of this Certiticate of Dissolution 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the not corporation did, on the 
lveenty-seco ay April 1957, tile in 
my oftice a duly excited and attested consent 
in the dissolution of said cor- 
t by all the stockholders 
consent and the record 
aforesaid are now on file 
as provided by law. 
WHEREOF, 1 
and af- 
Trenton, 
April, 
hundred 








! t 
ich said 
proceedings 
said office 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set 
tixed my official 
this Twenty-second 
A.D... one thousand 
and fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J 
Secretary of 
May 2 





my 


hand 
at 


my 
seal, 
day 
(Seal) nine 
PATTEN, 
State. 
£3 9 $21.60 
NOYTICH ro ABSENT DEFENDANTS 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
ESSEX COUNTY 


Apr 








DOCKET NO. F 2903 55 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
(L.S.) 
ADAM SZYMANSKI, ZUZANNA SZYMAN- 
SKI a.k.a SUSAN SZYMANSKI, a.k.a. 
SUSAN MAGIERSKI, a.k.a. SUSAN SMA- 
CHER, their heirs, devisees and personal 
repres tives, and his, their or any of their 
SUECESSE in right, title and interes and 
rHE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
Yo 1 hereby summoned and requ 
ser anfe rni pl: 
J J 
mplaint filed) in ol 
LUCY JENNETTE s plaintiff and 
SZYMANSKI t ; def endant s, pending 














i the Clerk of h Superior 
Sta House Anne I m, New 
J n ordance with the of civil 
‘ ind procedure 
h ' on has beet ! 1 or the 
rpos rf i n lands 
tuate in 
Essex and 
114 Cham 
BEGINNING 
eigh 
n Fe 
ong ¢ 
he 
heeIN ( 
) ure 1 d heca 4im 
timed ‘ ed t the aid 
1 o irt ¢t ro some 
‘ wld a en 
I 25. 1957 
I. GRANT SCOTT 
Clerk of t Sup ‘ 
a 2 2 16 $42.21 


A LIMITED SUPPLY of 1955 & 1956 New Jersey Law Journals 
permanently bound in handsome tan buckram is now available. 


These bound Volumes COMPLETE WITH DETAILED INDEX 
will be a most helpful addition to your library. 


May we be favored with your order? 


Cost $7.50 each 














NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL 


24 EDISON PLACE 


Telephone: Mitchell 2-0075 


NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 





















































































NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, APRIL 25, 1957 





LEGAL NOTICES 











80 N. J. L. J. Index Page » 





LEGAL NOTICES 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


SHERIFF’ Ss SALE 





CHANCERY DI VISION, ES 


mg: | 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
by duly authenticated record of the 
for the voluntary dissolution thereof | 


For Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 
i the — — of Boa: the stock- | 


a composites of . State, whose principal 


Newark, County of Essex, 
land and premises he reinafter ears 
i i being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
x of Revised Statutes 
‘e, at a point therein distant one hundred preliminary to the issuing 
and seventy-five feet easterly from the easter- 
li si , thence running along 
Nelson Place south sixty degrees 
seconds east twenty-five 
i degrees forty seconds 
and four and sixteen one 
; thence northerly forty- 
west twenty-five and ninety-two 
thence southerly twen- 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


“to the dissolution of said cor- 
said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
my said office as provided 


hundredths of a foot; 
dred and eleven feet to the southerly li 


3eing known and designated as lot No. 55 have hereto set my hand a 


on a map of property belonging to the estate 
f i , deceased, situate in 
{ Francisco & Barkhorn, 


Secretary of State. 





Dollars and Twelve Cents apply to the Ess C. ty Court. Law vi- 
i the costs of this sale. Se ae DEE, Ps Davi 
» afternoon at the Essex County 
( Newark, New Jersey. for a judgment 
authorizing him to assume the name of Daniel 





Attorney for Plaintiff 








INGS AND LOAN 132 50," hater’ a nae 








OF SETTLEMENT 
hereby given that the accounts 
i Executor of the Last Will | 








2» audited and stated by the | 
reported for settlement to the 





"B. ZIMMERMAN, Attorney 


an answer to the com- 





TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: | 
the undersigned will apply to the 


gag New Jersey on the) 


a chomeet Pn hn Michael Patton Lynch | 
Michael Patton Brandon. 
Ruth Adele Brandon, as mother 
and natural guardian of Michael 


to assume the name 
» in duplicate with the Clerk 


in accordance with the s 
a & Danzig, Attorneys 





oreclosing a mortgage dated July 








2 OF NEW JERSEY 





presents may come, 





an 
wh! c ay is ‘recorded in the Essex ‘County 
by joa authenticated record of the proceed- 


assignment recorded 





Be a corpor ig f ‘this State, “whose rine! 1 
record owners of the mortgaged premi- y Synig at - P = 


» latter being designated 

s affecting the mortgaged premises 
1id Wilson Whitehead, 
r has been informed that said Wilson White- 





upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 


14, Corporations, -prelimts of Revised Statutes 


State of New Jersey, a 
ay the said corporation did. 











sent in w riting to the ucatetion of ‘anid cor- 
































NO. 1472-56 
OF NEW JERSEY 
to 





‘ourt of New Jersey, 
inie Te re ge and a e7 











) these presents may 





ed record of the proceed- 





instituted for the 








cam, in "the Essex County Reg- 
i 3333 of Mortgages for 
The said mortgage 
estate located at 48 Gray S 
f Newark, Essex County, 












gent therein ae in ‘ares thereof. 


| the complaint filed herein 
And take notice that if you or someone in 
s to make application for the 


requirements of Title 14, 








Se STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 
by duly authenticated record of the p: ° 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | 


holders, ceveeee in my office that 
GELBAR REALTY CO. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal | 


office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, | 


in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Henry Gottfried, 
being the agent therein and in charge —— 
upon whom process may be served), 

complied with the requirements of Title i 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 


of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 








Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Tenth day of A 1, 1957, file in my} 
fice a duly exec and attested consent 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | +! 


poration, executed by all the stockholders 


thereof, which said consent and the record | 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Tenth day of April, A.D., 
thousand nine hundred and 








(Seal) 
f seven. 
DWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


L.J Apr. 18, 25, May 2 $21.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
TROY CONSTRUCTION CO., INC. 





fice situated at No 310 »mfield Avenue, in 
wnshi p of Parsippany, County of Morris, 
New Jersey (Nathan Weissman, 
ing the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
‘complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, 
of this Ce ee of Dissolution. 
THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
fy that the said — did, on the 
day of 
duly executed "and atieaten consent 
writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 




















of the "proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
|} in my said office as provided by law. 
| IN T TIMONY W HEREOF, I 





have hereto set my hand and af-| 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | 
f h day of April, <A.D.,| 








(Seal) mie and nine hundred and 
fifty-seven | 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State. } 

L.J Apr. 18, 25, May 2 $21.60 | 

| 
| 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 





It appears to my satisfaction, 
enticated record of the proceed- 
ings for tk voluntary dissolution thereof | 
| by the un mous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
MARNOR CORPORATION 


by duly at 








a corporation of this State, whose principal | 


lated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of y Jersey (Franklin E. Pellegrin, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), hes | 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | 


' 
ice is 


n the Ci 

























of New preliminary to the issuing | 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 





State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
, f the said « rporation did, on the 
of I 195 





pril, file in my 
executed and sted consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 
all the stockholders 
nt and the record 
resaid are now on file 
BF by law. 
WHERBE*F, I 
my hand and af- 
e Trenton, 

















en 
Ww yARD J. PATTEN 
f State. 





$21.60 





‘EW JERSEY 
or rE 





‘4 T 
‘OF DISSOLUTION 
chom these presents may come, 


WHE RE: AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
thenticated record of the proceed- 
th voluntary dissolution thereof 
ous consent of all the stock- 
in my office that 
INERAI EMULSIFIER 
CORPORATION 
of this State, whose principal 
i at No. 106 O2zkl and Road, 
Maplewood, County 
ersey (Rose ae at 
therein and in charge 
1 om process may be served), 
with the requirements of Title 
’ Gene ral, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
icate of Dissolution. 
REFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
¥ the said corporation did, on the 
th day of March, 1957, file in 














on of said cor- 
the stockholders 


the dissc 
cuted by all 


f the proce zs aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 





IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my oficial seal, at Trenton, 
} t renth day of March, 





Sea susand nine hundred 
SDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

J Apr. 18, 25, May 2 $21.60 





| appointment of a guardian ad litem to defend 
entitled suit on your behalf within 


an application will be made on Friday, 


» ge hg ~ on the | 
i . 1957 to one of the Standing Masters 





y, for an order appofnt- 
1 ing George Warren as your guardian ad litem 
consent and the record | i i 
* proceedinas aforesaid are now on file 
in this cause because 
| you are the husband of Geneva K. Hariston, 
also known as Geneva Reese, 
record of said lands and premises and you 





set my hand and af-| 





of curtesy or dower or 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


ce 
Secretary of State. ( “LERK_ OF SUPERIOR courr | 





Dated: April 3, 1957 

ESTATE OF PAUL BENZ, deceased. 
I 1ant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 





| the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 


notice is hereby given to the creditors of | 
swid deceased. to exhibit to the subscribers 


under oath or affirmation, their claims and| § 


demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
DORA BENZ | 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION | 
iS ALEN B. HALL, Attorney 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2 J. 


L.J.—Apr. 11, 18, 25, May 2, 9 | L.J.—Apr. 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To Rad ba whom these presents may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
i voluntary dissolution thereof 
| the oe consent of all the stock- 





in my office at 
UILDING COMPANY 
a corre of this State, 





, being a agent therein and ‘in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), | 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
( Pa soy General, of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to ate issuing | 


complied with the requirements of Ts, 


of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
| of this Certificate of Dissoiuts 


State of New saa Do Hereby | 
Certi ify ‘that the said ee did, on the! (orti¢ y that the said corporatic 0 
executed and attested consent 


4 - c dul x t - 
dissolution of said cor-| ™Y office a duly e ecuted and attes “sted 


in writing to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which said consent and th, 
of the proceedings aforesaid are ny 


which said consent and the 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 





STH OF NEW JERSEY 


STATE 
“OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents 


To all to whom these presents may + 


3. It appears to my satisfaction. 
duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ALES dissolution 


by duly authenticated record of 
ings for the voluntary dissolu 
by the unanimous consent of al] 
| holders, deposited in my office t 


i] ’ n 
| « HARLE 8 KRIEG ER 
} a a a this State, whose ——* 


a corporation of this State, whose principal | office ity 


}a Conran = sept State, 


|} tn the City of leg 
State of New rsey (Walla 

being the ag gent eh and in charge » 
| hide whom process may be ser 


leger. 
ent th verein — in pried thereof, 
has 


the requirements of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, of Revised ” 
of New Jersey, preliminary to t 

| of this Certificate of Disso 
of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
‘that the ‘sai id tae — 


preliminary to the issuing | 


State of the State of New Jersey, Ix 
Certi fy that the said c —_— ion’ did, 





April, 1957, file in my} ° : 

my 
in writing to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the 
thereof, which said consent 
of the proceedings aforesaid ar 
in my said office as provided 


ante of said cor- 





id consent and the record 
s aforesaid are now on file 





which said consent and the mei? 


e 
“TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, 
set my hand and af- 


(Seal) A.D., one thou sand nine 





L.J.—Apr. 25, May 2, 9 3 reeting 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
whom these presente may come, 
t appears to my satisfaction, 


ticated record of the proceed- 
voluntary dissolution thereof 











on tl nerein and in a charge pre 








sg requiremeuts of Title 14, 


of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
“sald ee did, on the 








issolution of said cor- 


consent and the record 
rigger ate now on file 













STATE OF NEW JERsgy 
DEPARTMENT OF S8Tatp 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLT Ty, 

To all to whom these presents ms, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my gy 
by duly authenticated record of ¢), 
ings for the voluntary dissolution ™ 
by the unanimous consent of 4a)) the 
holders, deposited in my office tha; 

De BOW & CO 
a ec ar en of this. State, whose a 
otfice is 3: r . 








ted a », de 






of Newark, Cour 





s 3 Jerse tobert | 
being the agent therein and in charge 
upon whom process may be Served 









Corporations, Genera! 





of Revised § 








NOW, THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jereyy, 






Eighteenth day 























in my said office as provided | 
IN TESTIMONY W 
have hereto set my 
fixed my official seal 








his tighte , F 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine boss 
and fifty-sev a 
EDWARD oy "PATTEN 
Secretary of State. 
pr. 25 nay 2, 9 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLCT; 

















Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to TY Satisten 











BAKER STATIONERY coy 
whe 







ittice is late 








omplied with the requirements of 








NOW, THEREFORE, L, 















teent lay 
office a duly exec waa ar nd at 





IN TESTIMONY W 
have hereto set my hand ax 
fixed my official seal at Inn 
this Eighte i 





and fifty-seven. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, ; 
Secretary of State. fo w 


























hese presents may come, 






















Notice of Applicatic 
T AKE NOTICE, 
apply to the 

House, Newark, 
1957, at 2:00 
as soon 
heard for 


ier rd and’ in charge Baers assume t 








Arthur A. 
34 i 
Irvington 11, N.J. 


preliminary to the issuin, 7 
ai leno! ied oS ee ee ae i 















1 1 
Werthmann, 


Union Avenue, 














TO THE CREDITORS OF ECHO BU 














uly exect ted and attested consent | 





said consent and the record | ¢ 





ance with the applicable stat 
Jersey to the creditors of 
and Loan Association, now known sr 
Balaing and Loan Associ iatic 


my hand and af- 


debts, demands and claims against 0% 





sociation within three months 
hereof, or be forever barred 
tion therefor, or on account t2 
such associations, its directors, 
members. 











the order of ADRIAN M. 
: Surrogate of the County of 
this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Administrator of said deceas- 
ed, notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
i to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, i 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, 
be forever barrec from prosecuting or 
reshrarine oa | against . subscriber. 
CC 


J 
| SHOENHOLZ & SHOENHOLZ, ,- 


of such association with the registered # 
Lloyd G. Beatty, 17 Academy Street. 


ATTEST: 

WILLIAM C. TRUBE, SECRETAB! 
DATED: Jannary 31, 1957 

Egner and Beatty, Counsel 

17 Academy Street 

| Newark 2, New Jersey 98 
L.J.—Jan. 31, Feb. 7, 14. . 











AND LOAN ASSOCIATION, 4 S47! 
AND LOAN ASSOCIATION ORGA: 








NEW “JERSEY, NOW KNOWN. 
BUILDING AND LOAN ASSOCI4= 
LIQUIDATING CORPORATION 








Public notice is hereby gi 








the Echo Bei 






orporation, to bring in, 





s from we 





Proofs of claim must be file 





815) Newark, New Jersey. & 
ECHO BUILDING AND soni 
CIATION LIQUIDATING COR 
TION (formerly known, as 
Building and Loan Associ ~~ 

By: THEODORE MOEHRING, ** 

















21, 
14, 21, 28, April 4, 11, 18. 25 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 








REDEMPTION OF 
CAPITAL STOCK OF 
AdcO Chemical Company 

» location of the principal 


cE of WILLIAM B. BURNETT, de- 


ed. OTIC E OF SETTLEMENT 
hereby given that the accounts 
Substituted Trustee ere 
Ww 1 and Testament of WILLIAM 

T. deceased, Will be audited and 
‘ Surrogate and reported for 
the Essex County Court, Pro- 


will ae to the Essex County Court on the} 

lst day of May, 1957, at two o'clock in the | 

afternoon, at the Essex County Court House,/ s 
] City of Newark, New Jersey, 
authorizing them to aseume the} 
Anthony Williams, Linda | 
iams an d Florence Williams, 








the City of Newark, County < 











ANTHONY DIGUGLIBLMO| 
LINDA DIANA DIGUGLIELM 
FLORENCE DIGUGLIELMO 





4.9 ENBUSH, Attorney 







































Dated: _March on 1957 IT MAY CONCERN: 


the amendments thereof, | 








Court at the Court; *© 


oo , on the application of 
ma 3 44 on Wednesday, the 1st | 


Executor of swid deceased, | Ho 
given to the creditors of 





thereafter as we can| ‘ 
an order to authorize us to|, 





ne estate of said deceased, 
from this date, or they 
barred from prosecuting or 





lliam Alan Gackeler. 
liam Alan Kaufman, a minor by 


SM. SCHNITZER | guardian Mary Scott 
cN 




















bi [VISION, ESSEX COUNTY, 






















on che application of 
nistrator of said deceas- 
given to the creditors of 





rred from prosecuting or 
against the subscriber 








OR 





rem! ses situate, lying | 

















Haw thorne avenue ; ; 






























p = sents may come, 








2ars to my satisfaction, 












































nd attest ed consent | 
f 


























Ww ADSWOR sw Cc CRESSE 














OF NEW JERSEY 


























“o 
ANNA. "BEERS, pele 
stated by the Surrogate 





















he “gal id core oratio mn did, 
f 4 195 file 














€, on the application of 





¥ given to the creditors of 
to exhibit to the subscriber 


to the Essex County 





e estate of said deceased, 





“ver barred from prosecuting or 
“€ Same against the subscriber. 








DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF S 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom theag presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY | STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
| 


Greeting 





CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Ww HEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 





by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous egnsent of all the stock-| by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in Wry- office that Ries ines in my office that 


SHINN AIRWAYS, INC. BERMAN REALTY 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 790 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Herbert H. Meyer, 


office is situated at No. 60 











a corporation of this State, whose ‘principal 





in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (William L. Greenbaum, 





being the agent therein and in qarge thereof, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served), has| upon whom process may be 






complied with the requirements of Title 14, | complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 


of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary 








of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 








State of the State of New Jersey, 


Certify that the said corporation did, on the Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Fifth day of April, 1957, file in my| Eighth day of April, 1957, 






office a duly executed and attested consent | Office a duly executed and attested consent 


in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| in writing to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the stockholders! poration, executed by all the 










thereof, which said consent and the record| thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are as te on aie of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


in my said office as provided by la in my said office as provided 







IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I IN TESTIMONY W HEREOP, 


have hereto set my hand and af- | have hereto set my 

fixed my official seal, at ‘Trenton, lixed my official seal, 

this Fifth day of April, A.D., this Eighth day of 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and) (Seal) one thousand nine 

fifty-seven. fifty-seven. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, | 

Secretary of State. Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Apr. 11, 18, 25 $21.60} LJ. Apr. 11, 18, 25 

















EDWARD J. PATTEN, 








| 
a 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY } 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION j 
To all to whom these presents may come, | 
| 

! 








Greeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
| by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
909 PARK AVENUE CO. 
| a i mais of this State, whose principal 
ice is situated at No. 119 Roosevelt Avenue, 
in the City of Plainfield, County of Union, 
| State of New Jersey (Norman J. Abrams, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 
por n whom process may be served), has 
omplied with the requirements of Title 14 p 
orporations, General, of Revised Statutes| 5; Noy Jersey, preliminary 
* e. sey, 





holders, deposited in my oftice 







is situated at No. 347 





» of New Jersey (Vincent 


upon whom process may be 








State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | ‘ 
| Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Third day of April, 1957, file in my 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 
|} in writing to the dissolution of said cor 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
| thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


enteenth day of April, 





writing to the dissolution 
poration, executed by all the 




















n my said office as provided by law. IN TESTIMONY re 
{N TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, 1 have hereto set my 
have hereto set my hand and af- fixed my official seal, 
tixed my official seal, at Trenton, this Seventeenth day 
| this Third day of April, A.D.,] (Seal) A.D., one thousand 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and and fifty-seven. 
fifty-seven. EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, of State. 
Secretary of State. La KS 
L.J Apr. 11, 18, 25 $21.60) Pe ea! Ren 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
STA’ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
DEP? , CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
CERTIFI OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presente may come, 
all to whom these presents may come, Greeting: 
Greeting WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
y y authenticated record of the proceed-| ings for the voluntary dissolution 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof] by the unanimous consent of 
the unanimous consent of all the stock-| holders, deposited in my office 
»iders, deposited in my office that MOCORE CORPORATION 
60 PARK CORP. a corporation of this State, whose 
1 rpora of this State, whose principal | offi e is situated at No. 810 








of New Jerse 









and in charge thereof, | upon 
cess may be served), has | compl 
. oe agg 9 of Title 14, 

, Revised Statutes | 
to the issuing] of this 


»rti 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the 


10m =process may be 








preliminary 











of said cor-| ; executed by all the 
1+ 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presents may come, 
LAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all 


BRETON REALTY CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
thice ; 






















































City of Orange, County 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


‘omplied with the requirements <« 
orporations, General, of Revised 


of ry ( etiheaie of Dasscreaes, the issuing] of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

aa Fert _ NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of) cite of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
—_s fy that the said corporation o on the 


= ottice a duly executed and aiteated consent 
I * 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said office as provided by 


i tuated at No. 60 Park Place,} in the City of Newark, County 
City of Newark, County of Essex,| State of New Jersey (H. Edward 
(Meyer E. Ruback, ir being the agent therein and in charge 


with the requirements of 
General, of Revised 


ate of Djssolution 


Secretary of | State of the State of New Jersey, 
Do Hereby | Certify that the said corporation did, 


, on the | } th day of April, 1957, 
in my e a duly executed and attested 
attested consent; », writing w the disselution 


stockholders , Which said consent and 
and the record! of the proceedings aforesaid are 
$ ¢ now on file} in my said office as provided by z 
Ss! office as provided by law. | IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 


TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1} have hereto set my 





ereto set my hand and af-| fixed my official seal, 
my official seal, at Trenton, | this Eighth day of 
First day of April, A.D.,| (Seal) one thousand nine 
Seal) thousand nine hundred and} fifty-seven. 
fifty-seven. | EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | Secretary of State 
Secretary of State. | LJ Apr. 11, 18, 25 









L.J Apr. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 



















STATE OF SEW JERSEY | DEPARTME:? 4 : 
DEPARTMENT OF STAT | ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOL U TION | fo all to whom these presents may come, 
To all to whom these presents may come. | Greeti 
Greeting } _WHE RE AS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction | july authenticated record of the proceed- 
; ithenticated record of the proceed- | for the voluntary dissolution 
the _ VORmmcary | ion thereof | by the unanimous consent of 
sory 4 hate. agi — Bh OB the stock- | solder , deposited in my office 
itee n my ffice that ACIP. INC 
GIB ROH, INC a } ,. 


this State, whose principal ob 
at No. 151 Pine Street, | 
ir Tov Montclair, County of Essex,! ©, 
| State of New Jersey (Howard A. Rohdin, | >‘te 
being the agent the rein and in charge thereof 
n whom process may be se rved). has 
ied with the requireme nts of Titie 14 


ituated at No. 810 





of 





| 
} upon vhom process may be 











rporatior General. of Revised Statutes | “orporations, General, of Revised 
f New y reliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to 
of this ¢ of Dissolution of this Certificate of Dissolution 


NOW HI RE FORE, 1. the Secretary of | Now THEREFORE, I, the 

tate of the State of . 

the said corporation did, on the 
d 1, 1957, file in myipfp 

executed and attested consent | 












day of April, 1957, 
a duly executed and 
stockholders | 1, 
3 the record | 
ae on file 


executed » exer ited by all the 








f the ae s aforesaid are 


i n my said office as provided 
i NTE 





g $A 
aj ffice as provided 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af-| 
fixed mv official 1, at Trenton 





have hereto set my 





this Third April, A.D.,| fixed my official seal, 
a r hundred and this Eighth day of 
. (Seal) one thousand nine 
E DW ARD p PATTEN. fifty-seven 
Secretaru of tate. EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
oe | Apr. 11, 18, 25 $21.60 Secretaru of State. 
LJ Apr. 11, 18, 25 


<ccniocicenasiiesninici nce ———————— Bane i 













































STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
: OF STATE 


corporation of this State, whose 
in the City of Newark, County 

New Jersey (H. Edward 
wing the agent therein and in charge 


with the requirements of 
ew Jersey, Ibo Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, 
fy that the said corporation did, 


to the dissolution of said cer-| sent in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


said consent and 


TIMONY WHEREOF, 









Dated: March 29, 1957 
ESTATE OF BERTHA L. HAAS, deceased. Dated: 4 ’ 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| ESTATE OF WILLIAM D. VAN WIE, 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County cf ceased. 
Essex, this day made, on the application of Pursnant to the order of 










b 






undersigned, Executors of said deceased,| FOLEY. JR., Surrogate of the 
ice is hereby given to the creditors of| Hssex, this day made, on the application of 
aid deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers | the I tcc, § Executor of said deceased, 

jer oath or affirmation, their claims and | notice is hereby given to the creditors of said 
nands against the estate of said deceased, | deceased. to exhibit to the subscriber under 
hin six months from this dat®, or they | oath or affirmation, their claims and demands 
e forever barred from prosecuting or against the estate of said deceased, 










recovering the same against the subscribers. | «ix months from thie date, or they will 















LESTER HAAS forever barred frem prosecuting or recover- 
AUL J. ZUCKER ‘ng the same against the subscriber. 
KRISTELLER. ZUCKER, LOWENSTEIN THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
& COHEN, Attorneys DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad Street ad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. Newark 2, N. J 





..J.—Apr. 4, 11, 18, 25, May 2 L.J.—Apr. 11, 18, 25, May 2, 9 
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Toner To Be Nominated 


Hudson County Court Motion Schedule 
















To Head Rutgers Law 
Alumni 
Newark, April 25— The Rutgers 


Law School Alumni Association “A” 
Nominating Committee will re- | «. 


FRIDAY 


HUDSON COUNTY COURT 
SEPTEMBER - 1956 
THIRD STATED SESSION 


SCHEDULE 


ARRAIGNMENTS & SENTENCES 

























Hotel Robert Treat 
Those to be nominated for as- 
sociation offices for the coming 
year are: 
H. Edward Toner, ’26, president; 
Harry J. Stevens, Jr., °39, 


first vice-president; 
Samuel S. Saiber, ’28, 

second vice-president; 
Frederick G. Weber, 48, secty, 
William O. Barnes, Jr., 48, treas., 
Mrs. Samuel I. Kessler, ’41, 
J. Bernard Rogovoy, ’32, 
Hon. Thomas M. Madden, ’30, 
and George P. Moser, ’23, all 
members of the executive com- 





ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
PATENT ATTORNEY 
Formerly Patent Advisor, 





U.S. Gov., Dept. of the Army mittee. 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg., ae 
24 Branford Place, Newark, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-6136 Essex Weekly Call 





NORMAN N. POPPER a _ APB 
REGISTERED PATENT res lexaid pda Rotates 
ATTORNEY 
17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-1406 


Services available to attorneys only 


SUPERIOR COUR 
ESSEX COUNTY 
nf ra 


AND 
COURT 
APRIL 26, 1957 
ind County 
» Assignment 




















d corporations 


Pe 
with elf-filing drawer * 


with exclusive 


are ant “hits” 


\ MINUTES 




































aspartate 


YOU GET 

* Stock ond Transfer Ledger 

© = 0 Corporate Desk Seal 

« 3 ring Minute Boak with Booster 

+ Book of Beatuifully Lithogrophed 

Stock Certificotes 

OPTIONAL. 

¢ Printed Minutes at $1.00 

* Gold Lettering on afl Books 

at $1.06 
+ Pocket Seat at $1.25 


*reinforced drawer 


$2.00 additional 


A HANDSOME OUTAT 
QUALITY MADE TO ENDURE 


* Shipped prepaid 
within hours? 

* Sealin your 
office in a day! 


ANOTHER — ALL-STATE — IMPROVEMENT 


EXTRA at NO iNCREASE in price 


An Extra Heavy Indestructible Lift Top Box 


ALL-STATE orice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET, NEWARK 2, N. Jj. » " MARKET 4-5577 


— 24 Hour Service — 


Service That Only A Manufacturer Can Offer 







"Schedule of Judge Hall 


SCHEDULE 


MAY, 1957 
Assixz reder 


FOR 














































, ‘ , B” PROBATE MATTERS & MISCELLANEOUS 
Pees Os She Grou s RANE ApTINE | «C~ CIVIL MOTIONS & PRETRIAL CONFERENCES 
dinner, April 29 on a Slate of COUNTY COURT JUDGES 
nine candidates to head the| 4957 DUFFY DREWEN NIMMO GRAF 
State University law graduates | FRIDAY Part 1 Part 2 Part 3 Part 4 
for 1957-58. — 

Dr. Elmer E. Schattschneider,| MAY 10 C A B C 
president of the American Pol- MAY 16 (Thurs.) C B A C 
itical Science Association and MAY 24 B C Cc A 
John E. Andrus Professor of | MAY 31 C A C B 
Government at Wesleyan Uni-| JUNE 7 C B A C 
versity, will be principal speakers | JUNE 14 C C B A 
at the dinner scheduled for 8| JUNE 21 B A C C 
p.m., Monday (April 29) at the’ JUNE 28 C C A B 


SESSION 


rdon, 





Ma 1 14 m., Civil jury trials 
s 
Suy r ( rt motions 
lay Sta Bar Associa 
Civil jury trials - Mor 
tions 
all of 
ns 
2 trials 
I oO, ¢ H iy Mem al Day 
lay 31 O-00 aon Superior ¢ motions 
i Iva i rf mina tlendar - 
M Yo 2so0) pon Adva all of 
iv H tl calendar and motions - 
} uv 
June 4. 5. € 00 a Civ ry trials 
Ihe lere 
ne 7, 10:00 a Ss ( n ns 
So Vv > 
June ) » Civ y trials - Flem 
] 14 0-00 4 S r ( r o 
Morr WI 
7 9, 20, 1 gative wri ind 
j ‘ t as scl 
] 4 alt = Cour m Is 
s 
June 24, 2 2 27, 28, Preroga wr 
i i iat s i | 
J ’S 10:00 am. S ‘ ons 
Morr ‘ 








The names of the Referees are abbreviated 


L-Lipkin; T-Tallyn; 

s J.. 611 John St 
179.47 
W.L.4&T.: soir 


as follows: 
BALLETTA 
1 aie \ it S33 


s 
I} 





W-Weelans. 
River- 
assets 


Rosen- 














Z. H. POLACHEK 


Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York I, N. Y. 


Phone: LO. 5-3088 











| Rutgers School of Law 








| 


80 N. J. L. J. Index Pay, f 
SS 


CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 





| EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 





INVESTIGATOR AND ADJUSTER. EX- 


cellent Salary. Unusual Potential in Legal 


Future. Send detailed resume to Box 225. 





ATTORNEY 


GOING IN CIRCLES? 


We can offer exce 
ment in our Claims Dept. to admitted attor- 
and men with Law School training. 
Good starting salary, excellent benefits. Com- 
pany car provided when in the field. Apply 
in person or Phone Mr. Whitney at CRest- 
view 7-2000. 


ALLSTATE 
INSURANCE CO. 


MOUNTAIN AVE. MURRAY HILL 


neys 


2 miles off Route 22, take Berkeley Heights 
turn follow Diamond Hill Road to Mountain 
Ave. and turn right. 











‘Lew Student Dinner To 
Honor Late Professor 
Tyree 





Newark, April 25 — Judson F. 
Falkner, professor of evidence 
law at New York University 
School of Law, will speak at the 
annual 
student dinner May 2 at 7 p.m. 
at the Hotel Douglas here. 

The dinner will honor the 
memory of the late Professor 
Lewis Tyree, long-time professor 


/of evidence at the State Uni- 
versity law school, who died 
January 28. 


‘| Did You »'Mahe A AMlctake 


On Your Tax Return? 


One in every 34 taxpayers 


|may get either an unexpected 
|refund or 
|'from Uncle Sam this year be- 
|cause of poor arithmetic, 


a bill for more tax 


says 
Commerce Clearing House, na- 
tional reporting authority on 


tax and business law. 


If federal taxpayers follow the 
same pattern as last year, more 
than one and one-third million 
individuals will make mistakes 
in adding, subtracting and mul- 
tiplying on their federal income 
tax returns. 

Most of the arithmetical err- 
ors were made in the taxpayers’ 
own favor, says CCH. A total of 
$75 million in additional tax was 
billed because of poor figuring 
in the one-year period ending 
June 30, 1956. But conscientious 
Uncle Sam refunded $32 million 


more which represented over- 
payments due to arithmetical 
error. 


Total volume of change was 
$107 million in 1956. This repre- 
sents an increase over the $82 
million in miscalculations dis- 
covered in 1955. 

Last year nearly 44 million 
individual returns were math- 
ematically verified out of more 
than 58 million filed. This large 
number of verified returns may 
account for some of the 1956 in- 
crease of 29 per cent in dollar 
volume of arithmetical error, the 
CCH report observed. 


ent chances for advance- 


EMPLOYMENT OPPORTIy> 
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HAVE a ee One | 
xperience ay 3: 
year with 7 246. 
FOR LAW Of ( 


ATTORNEY 
irk. Interesting arrangen 


Reply box 256 








ATTRACTIVE OPENING FOoOpR »7,. 

lawyer in active Middlesex © . a 
Applicant must like title, estate an ° 
gence work. Good salary, pleasant , 
conditions and chance for advanceme, 
rest ime to Box 233. 7 


rind cag Seren ed 
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’ tifica 
F yester 
be i 
) amen 
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LAWYER 
¢, Trent 


OR 



























































cane : , to an 
Box 2 * © eral, 
EXPERIENCED LEGAL STENOGE » teratl 
Subu rban office, 9-5. Five day x » be re: 
omen Se ance 
I ag m. . mR Ac : pt NE \ ln co 
yision 
I see re : KK Res AN ae 34 es ment: 
and ent the b: 
pa ins 1: be re 
EMPLOYMENT W ANTED Ip 125°! 
ae appea 
SIX yanis} 
wi Hh rm 7 
Amen 
ance 
twice 
aw review, seeks | 
N. J. firm. Box 248 E fits co 
ATTORNEY, VETERAN, valid « 
law grad., diversified experien before 
position especially in = resea 
and/or in commercial or who ' 
Box 247 did no 
ATTORNEY RETIRED weekly 
vgckground desires ass Nig 
and = closin s or su 
YOUNG “ATTORNEY HARY “1957 
‘nt backgrou seeks 5 190 
in Newark or vici merica! 
<ahatiniaasaisec ; AT} 
ard J. 4 
FOR RENT 
OFFICE FOR _ IN LAWYER'S s 
at 60 Park Pl Newark 
$-4474 
SHARE ATTRACTIVE SUITI SECRETuZ 
built-ins, drat wes, blinds. OL 9-194 
921 Bergen rsey t 
TWO PRIVATI AIR CONI 
fices with joint se of libr 
room in Downtown Newark. I 
Looking for desirabl: 1} 
OFF 1 E FOR RENT 
office in law sui at . 
City with or with € 
FOR SALE 
NEW REBUILT: TYPEWRITERS, 
ual & electric, Adders, Calculators, [ 
Files, Ete. Davies, 298 19th Ave., Patem 
SH 2-7416 after 2:30. 
FOR SALE “CONTOURA-CON STAT 
py equipment plet Als 
Original cost a. 2 W 1 
RKapelsohr I r Leu $4 
24 Commer s Newark 2, N ” 
FOR SALE NEW JERSEY 
Equity Reports 279 volumes 
ire 5-658 
YS ek COMPLET! rm Uf) 
5-328 1 
OR SALI ATLANTIC REPORTER r had ws 
gest, C. J. Secundum, USCA op ; 
Mitchell - 1301 8. 38th St., I i a. treat! 


SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 





HANDWRITING EXPERT, ExA¥ 

disputed documents. J. Howard 58 
15 Park Row, New York 38, N. Y. 34” 
7-8773-8 





TRANSLATIONS — LEGAL — TECE 
Comm’l. Foreign Language Te reat 


Larch Ave., Teaneck, N. J 6-618 








CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manage 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N.J 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 ckly f 
WIRE: Union, N. J. ‘an 














Lawyers. 
Clinton 





OF 





AGENCIES IN: 





PATERSON ° 









TITLE INSURANCE COMPAM 


TITLES INSURED 
THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
on the Certification 

of Authorized Attorneys 


A NEW JERSEY CORPORATIOS 
Serving New Jersey « Organized 1926 

CAMDEN * FREEHOLD * HACKENSACK 
New Brunswick 


15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-787 





NEW JERSEY 
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e Toms RIVER 






